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Cases Reported this Week. 

Davis v. Davis 

Elliot, Re. The Public Trustee v. Pindar 

In the Matter of An Arbitration between Parsons and 
Others and the Brixham Fishing Smack Insurance 
Society (Limited) 

James Rankine (deceased), Re estate of 

Rex v. London Appeal Tribunal, ex parte Henry Sparrow 383 








Current Topics. 


The Consolidated CountyfCourts Emergency Rules. 

WE PRINTED recently and discussed (ante, pp. 233, 244, 249) 
the new consolidated and amended_Emergency Rules for the 
Supreme Court and Courts of Summary Jurisdiction. The 
Emergency Rules for County Courts have now been issued in 
consolidated form, and we commence to print them elsewhere. 
As they were only received on Thursday, we have not had the 
opportunity of ascertaining whether any amendments have 
been introduced, They come into operation on Monday next. 


The sitcerhip of the Rolls. 

THE WITHDRAWAL of Sir Georce Cave seemed to leave the 
way clear for what appears to be the obvious appointment to fill 
the long-impending vacancy in the Mastership of the Rolls. 
But during the last few days press announcements have been 
numerous that Mr. Duxe will give up the Irish Secretaryship 
in order to take this judicial office. We have already said suffi- 
cient on the matter, but we may add the comment that, having 
‘regard to the present constitution of the Court of Appeal, an 
appointment from the Chancery side is called for; and we may 
once again make a protest against a judicial appointment being 
made the sport of political circumstances. At the same time, 
we do not overlook the success which, has attended recent com- 
mon law appointments to the office—e.g., Lord Esner and 
Lord Cottins—or desire to ignore Mr, Duxke’s services in a 
very responsible and trying position and his former eminence 
at the Bar. 

The Acquisition of Land for Public Purposes. 

Tue Lanp Acquisition Committee, of which Mr. Lesiiz 
Scort, K.C., is chairman, appointed by the Minister of Re- 
construction to consider defects in the existing system of (1) 
acquiring, and (2) of valuing, land for public purposes, and to 
recommend any changes that may be desirable in the publie 
interest, has issued its first report. We hope to consider it next 
week, but we may say that it deals with the general principles 
of acquiring land for public purposes, leaving the valuation of 
land and special aspects of the question of acquisition—e.g., 
in connection with mining—to be dealt with in subsequent 
reports. As to acquisition, the proposal is to avoid the present 
expense of obtaining special Parliamentary sanction in each 
case—i.¢., a special Act—by setting-up a General Sanctioning 
Authority in the form of a panel of Commissioners, including 
Members of Parliament and others of similar standing with 
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eneral experience of affairs. Government. officials or pro- 
essional éxperts, as such, will not be included in the panel, 
but will have their proper opportunity of appearing as wit- 
nesses before the tribunal. Any scheme involving the com- 
pulsory acquisition of land will be publicly (and so far as 
possible, locally) investigated by Commissioners chosen from 
this panel; and the decision of such Commissioners will be 
final on all questions of fact or the intrinsic merits of any 
scheme, . Full Parliamentary control over matters of policy 
will, be retained by providing for direct reference to Parliament 
upon any unsettled questions of principle. .The Committee 
seem to regard this proposal as sontewhat drastic, but we do 
not see why such a Commission should not be as satisfactory 
a tribunal as a Parliamentary Committee. The question of 
reater importance, it seems to us, is how the Land Acquisition 
Gommittee proposes to deal with the procedure for assessing 
compensation under the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 


The Pre-War Contract Committee’s Report. 

Ir 18 nearly a year ago—26th April, 1917—since the Board 
of Trade appointed a committee, of which Lord BuckmasTER 
is the chairman, ‘‘ to consider and report on the position 
of British manufacturers and merchants after the war ini 
respect of contracts entered into by them prior to the war 
with persons or companies in the United Kingdom or in Allied 
or neutral countries, the fulfilment of which has been prevented 
or impeded by the war, and as to the measures, if any, which 
aré necessary or desirablé in this respect.’’ The Committee 
have now issued theif report, and it appears that, while their 
eriquiry has revealed the existence of many cases of difficulty, 
yet they are by no means so numerous as might have been 
expected. This is attributed to the fact that a majority— 
and probably a large majority—of business men in the coun- 
try have acted reasonably, have not insisted on their strict 
rights against those who were in difficulties, and have made 
a fair compromise. And the Committee emphasize their 
opinion that the best possible solution of the difficulties they 
have “had to consider lies in the extension of this spirit of 
compromise. Moreover, they disapprove of the attitude taken 
up by some public bodies with whom contracts were existing 
at the outbreak of war, that they were unable to relax the 
full terms of their bargain. The Committee feel that the 
attitude adopted by the public bodies in question is due to a 
mistake, that they have power to act, and they ought to act as 
reasonably as business men would do in similar circumstances, 
and they ‘venture to stiggest that some departmental action 
may bé desirable in order to achieve this result. 


The Remedies Suggested. 

Aj section or the report is devoted to a statement of the 
position under the common law of contracts which have be- 
come impossible of performance. We discussed the subject 
recently (ante, p. 304), and our conclusions seem to agree with 
those of the Committee, A man may bind himself absolutely to 
perform his contract, and then subsequent impossibility will 
not release him; but in the absence of such absolute obliga- 
tion, there is an implied term that the contract shall be possible 
of performance, and if it becomes impossible, this dissolves it. 
This is upon the ground that the parties, as reasonable men, 
are not. to be assumed to have contemplated an impossibility : 
see The Tamplin S.S. Co.'s case (1916; 2 A. C. 397); And 
the report states the subsidiary rules which determine how 
this principle is to be applied. But whatever may be the 
legal position as to pre-war contracts—whether they are dis- 
solved..or whether they have to be performed under condi- 
tions unduly onerous to one party—the question of providing 
aremedy for cases of hardship remains. The Committee group 
under four heads the remedies which have been proposed :— 

(1) The cancellation of pre-war contracts by legislation, 

(2). The provision of compensation for losses sustained in fulfilling 
pre-war Contracts from public funds, 

(3) The readjustment of payments made for the excess profits 
tax with a view.to covering eventual losses sustained at any time 
in the fulfilment of pre-war contracts. 

(4) Some method of revising the terms of pre-war contracts so as 
to make them fair and reasonable under the altered circumstances. 





The Committee's Recommendations. 

CANCELLATION THEY do not recommend. ‘‘ Each contract, 
however small, is nothing but} one mesh in the great web of 
contractual obligations in which society is bound up, and it is 
impossible to foresee the full extent of the disaster to which 
any scheme of general cancellation might give rise.’’-- More- 
over, many of the contracts ar2 made with persons. who are 
not British subjects, and cancellation might prove disastrous 
to British credit. Nor are the Committee prepared to recom- 
mend that compensation shoyld be granted out of public 
funds; and certainly not for loss of profit. The third mode 
—relief_by setting off losses against excess profits tax—has in 
some instances been allowed, and the Committee see no reason 
why the departments concerned should not. proceed on this line 
without further legislation. And as to revision of contracts, 
the Committee repeat the view that settlement between the 
parties is the proper remedy. Where thisis impracticable, the 
Committee point out that there is a distinction, according as 
both the parties carry on business within the United Kingdom 
or not. Where one carries on business abroad, the matter must 
depend on some form of international convention or Imperial 
agreement. Where both are within the United Kingdom, the 
Committee suggest that any further legislative action ought to * 
be in the direction of extending to all contracts the power 
already conferred under certain special circumstances by the 
Courts (Emergency Powers) Act of 1917; and to these provi- 
sions might be added a general power enabling the Courts to 
exercise a discretion with regard to the damages that ought to 
be enforced for claims for breach of contract. At the same 
time, while it is only in this direction that any legislation 
could reasonably proceed, the Committee are unable to advise 
that it is desirable that such legislation should instantly be 
set on foot. The gist of the report seems to be that the parties 
had better be left to adjust their differences themselves. 


Implied Retainers. 


THERE Is a strong tendency in the common law to see that 
services rendered to any individual shall be paid for by him; 
this, indeed, is the foundation of the action in asswmpsit for 
a quantum meruit. Generally the courts will readily infer 
an_implied contract to pay fora service when the defendant 
has accepted it and taken the benefit, even if he did not order 
it. For example, where A. without B.’s consent acts as B.’s 
agent, and thereby renders him a service, if B. on learning 
of the agency ratifies it and accepts the benefit, he comes under 
a contractual obligation to pay A. for it. Note, however, two 
points: B. must have an opportunity of refusing—he cannot 
be compelled to pay for a service which he has had no option 
but to accept; in the language of Lord Bracksurn, ‘‘ when 
a man blacks my boots, what can I do but wear them.”’ Again, 
the agency must be ratified, expressly or impliedly, after know- 
ledge of its existence ; upon such discovery the principal can dis- 
claim the agency and the benefit. Those principles are trite 
enough, but not always easy to apply in practice. In Je 
Beckett, Purnell v. Paine (Weekly Notes, 1918, p. 60), 
Peterson, J., was called on to apply them to the case of a 
solicitor’s retainer in circumstances which, though unusual, 
are certainly instructive. A testator’s estate was being 
wound-up, and in an action relating thereto the trustees em- 
ployed 8. as their solicitor. For some reason“8, did not take 
proceedings himself; he handed over the litigation to another 
solicitor, L., and without the knowledge of the trustees, L. 
took out the writ, settled the pleadings, and, finally, com- 
promised the action, with the approval of Evz, J., to whom 
it had been signed. When the trustees discovered that’ L. 
had acted as solicitor they repudiated liability for his costs, 
although they did not repudiate the compromise or the result- 
ing settlement of the winding-up difficulties. L. gave notice 
to the trustees not to distribute the estate until his costs had 
been paid, and they took out a summons béfore Peterson, J., 
to have the validity of his claim decided. At first sight one 
is tempted to say that there is here a clear casé of implied 
retainer; the value of L:’s services is not disputed, and the 
benefit is accepted. Against this, however, must be set up 
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the two qualifying principles noted above; first, the trustees 
could not do pe Pa but accept the benefit of the action and 
compromise; secondly, they had refused at once, on discovery, 
to ratify the agency. So the learned Judge held that there was 
no implied retainer of L., and he could not recover his costs. 


Freight Payable in Advance. 


A VERY SIMPLE claim in a charter party—simple in appear- 
ance, at least—had to be construed by the House of Lords in 
Coker & Co. (Limited) v. Limerick’ 8.8. Co. (Limited) (Times, 
8th inst.). : ‘‘ The freight to be payable on signing bills of 
lading, less 3 per cent. in Liverpool in cash before sailing.’’ 
This was the wording of the clause. Now the House felt uncer- 
tain as to whether the phrase “‘less 3 per cent.’’ meant that 
there was to be 3 per cent. discount for cash, or that this small 
amount was to be paid on delivery at the port of discharge. 
We should have thought this a matter which the parties would 
have clearly foreseen. However, the House did not require 
to decide this point. The other difficulty was as to the mean- 
ing of ‘‘ payable on signing bills of lading.’’ This looks clear 
enough, but it has a latent ambiguity. ‘‘ Bills’’ may be used 
‘Gither ollectively or distributively. The meaning may be 
that the freight is payable only after all the bills of lading 
have been signed, or that it is payable upon the signing of 
each bill to the extent of that bill’s freight. Mr. Justice 
BaILHACHE, the Court of Appeal, and the House of Lords all 
agreed in taking the latter view as the correct one. 

Level Crossing of an Irish Railway. 

AMONG THE private.Bills introduced into Parliament during 
the present Session is one for the amendment of the Lough 
Swilly Railway Act, 1859. This Act. confers further powers for 
the completion of the Lough Swilly Railway, and by section 12 
enact; that it shall be lawful for the railway company to cross 
the public road in the extra-parochial land adjoining the town- 
land of Pennyboru with locomotive steam engines, or to propel 
or draw any carriage across the said road by means of a fixed 
engine and ropes, or otherwise by the use of steam power ; but 
the traffic upon the said road and along the railway from 
thence to the Londonderry terminus shall be worked by horses 
or other animals. No one can be surprised at the attempt to 
remove this restriction ; the difficulty is rather to understand 
why it has’ beew tolerated for nearly sixty years. Level 
crossings are, of course, familiar to all persons acquainted with 
the rural districts of England. The companies whose railways 
cross public roads are required by the Railways Clauses Acts 
to maintain gates on each side of the railway where it com- 
municates with the road. The Board of Trade may also 
require a bridge instead of a level crossing. It is to be re- 
gretted that, in spite of these precautions, the crossings often 
lead to accidents. But the restrictions imposed on the Irish 
railway appear to be’ wholly unsuited to the habits of the 
present day. 

Negative and Affirmative Evidence. bs 

Ir was stated at the enquiry into the cause of the deaths of 
those killed in the recent air raid that the electric meteors 
known as ‘‘ Aurora Borealis,’’ or ‘‘ The Northern Lights,’’ 
appeared shortly before the descent of the bombs, and so far 
dispelled the darkness of the night as to assist the operations 
of the invaders: It has more than once been observed that, 
as a general principle,’ affirmative is better than negative 
evidence ; that a_person who deposes to a fact which he states 
he saw must either speak truly, or must have invented his 
story, or it must have been sheer delusion ; while with regard 
to negative evidence a fact,may have taken, place in the very 
sight of a person who may not have observed it, or, it he did 
observe it, may have forgotten it. Negative evidence is, 
therefore, regarded as of little or no weight when opposed 
to affirmative evidence of reliable persons. A, good illustration 
of this rule is to be found in the chronicles of ‘‘ The Northecn 


- Lights.”’ “We -believe that they. are not recorded. to havel 


been. seen in the British Islands in the whole period between 
1621 and 1707, and considering the numbers of astronomers 
who during -that, period were continually scanning the 
heavens, it pigs almost be supposed that nothing of the kind 
ade its appearance. : 
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The Consolidation. of Income“: 
Tax Law. | | 


A seEkious effort at the improvement in the form of income 
tax law is made by the Income Tax Bill which has bee intro- 
duced in the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor. It is 
interesting to remember that income tax was introduced “by 
Pirr in 1798 as a war tax, though not as direct income tax, 
but by way of additional duties of assessed taxes régulated 
in accordanee with income. The Act of 1798, which was‘en- 
titled ‘‘ An Act fer granting to His Majesty an aid and coii- 
tribution for the prosecution of the war,’’ was repealed in the 
following year, and a direct 10 per cent. income tax imposed, 
returns of income from every source being required to be 
made for this purpose ; but incomes under £60 were exempt and 
abatement was allowed up to £209. The practice of charging 
incomes at the source was introduced in 1803, and at the same 
time the various descriptions of income chargeable with duty 
were distributed under schedules, as. at present. Various 
other changes were made before 1816, when the tax was re- 
pealed ; but it was revived, not as a war tax, but for general 
revenue purposes, under Sir Ropert PEeEe.’s Government, by 
the Act of 1842; and it is that Act, and the various amending 
statutes, which still regulate the matter: see Murray and 
Carter’s Guide to Income Tax Practice, 7th ed., pp: 1 et seq. 

The Income Tax Act, 1842, contains the schedules. under 
which income was charged ; but these have been repealed and 
re-enacted more fully in the Act of 1853. It contains the rules 
of assessment, and provisions for various exemptions, such as 
the exemption of charitable institutions and for small incomes, 
The Income Tax Act, 1853, contains the present schedules 
under which the tax is charged, and further provisions regula- 
ting the tax. And, since then, there have been numerous 
amending Acts, most of them introducing alterations in details 
relating to assessment and abatement, but the later ones, intro- 
ducing important changes of principle. Thus the Finance 
Act, 1907, granted relief to earned incomes; the Finance ,Act, 
1910, introduced super-tax ; and the Finance Act, 1914,. pro- 
vided for the separate assessment of the incomes of husband 
and wife. 

The consolidating Bill deals with over fifty statutes, and 
contains 236 clauses. It is divided into nine parts, as fol- 
lows:—I. Charge of income tax; II. Super-tax ; IIT. Exemp- 
tion, abatement, and relief; IV.-Administration ;.V. Assess- 
ment; VI. Appeals; VII. Collection ; VIII, Ireland ; and IX, 
Miscellaneous. And. it,has six schedules:—(1) Selection of 
Commissioners; (2) Qualification ‘of Conimissioners’; *(3) 
Declarations by Commissioners and officers; (4) Rules and 
diréttions as to statements, &c. ; (5) Forms of assessment, &c.\; 
and (6) Enactments repealed. A prefatory note gives a list 
of all the statutes affected, and each clause in the Bill shews; 
by a marginal reference to the date and section of the statute, 
the particular statutory provision on which it is based:'' This 
is a piece of drafting machinery which will be found of ‘great 
use in dealing with the Bill; and, m dddition, a table is given 
at the end from which each existing statutory provisiot tan 
be traced to its reproduction in the Bill. It is therefore easy 
to follow the draftsman’s work; whether a start is made 
from the text of the Bill or from the existing statutes. 

Moreover, a series of observations are appended to the Bill 
explaining the necessity for and operation of its provisions. 
Thus, in reference to clause 2, by which the tax under the 
various schedules is ‘‘ charged,”’ it is explained that ‘‘ charge”” 
and “‘charged’’ are used to indicate an enforceable assess- 
ment, following the judgment of the House of Lords’ in Re 
Kensington Commissioners, Ex parte Aramayo (1916, ¥ &: C. 
215), under- clause 7 (10) (a) it is explainied that provision 
has been wade to prevent an intermediate landlord 


from deducting from his superior landlord’s rent and 
retuining as tax a greater amcunt than» that already 
borne by him; under clause 39 (1) it is pointed” out 
that the treble principal value penalty, under | section 
103 of the Act of 1842, for refusing to allow dedwe- 
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tion of tax from interesf is out of all proportion to the offence, 


and has never been imposed, and the penalty of £50 under 


section 40 of the Act of 1853 is substituted ; under clause 139, 
relating to appeals against assessments, it is pointed out that, 
as regards the time within which notice of objection has to be 
given by a person aggrieved by an assessment, section 57 (3) of 
the Taxes Management Act, 1860, is very obscure, and the 
clause has been drawn so as to adopt a reasonable meaning. 
These are examples of the help which the draftsman has given 
to those who attempt to follow his work, and they shew that 
the task of consolidation has involved a certain amount of 
amendment. But we gather that amendments have been made 
only for the sake of proper drafting, and that the object has 
been to state clearly the existing law. The substantial amend- 
ment of the law will, apparently, be a separate matter. 





The Perils of Symbolic Expression. 


W3HEN a court of interpretation finds the well-known symbol, 
&e., in an agreement or will, it goes without saying that, in 
the present age, it can hardly affirm that the symbol is mean- 
ingless and of none effect. Yet, as we shall shortly shew, 
experience has repeatedly proved the abbreviation to be among 
those mischievous pieces of hyper-conciseness which provoke 
a reasonable, as well as an undesirable, mistiness, not to say 
uncertainty, in a document, and create nice problems in con- 
struction for the delectation of the learned. 

Let us begin by taking one or two precedents relative to 
instruments inter vivos. The agreement in Cooper v. Hood 


(28 L. J. Ch. 215) was as to the sale of the ‘‘goodwill, &c.,’ 
of a foundry ; and Sir Jonn Romitty construed the symbol as 
pointing to such other things as were necessarily connected 
with or belonged to, the goodwill, and which would have_to be 
defined in the conveyance; and his honour gave, as examples, 


the use of trade-marks, and the vendor’s covenant not to carry 
on, for a reasonable time, a similar business in Great Britain, 
the exact time to be limited in the conveyance being fixed with 
regard to the nature of such undertakings. Our readers may 
doubt whether so wide a construction, obvious and correct as it 
appears on reflection, was in the contemplation of the vendor 
of this foundry; and they may like to turn up and compare 
the recent case of Re Walmsley & Shaw’s Contract (115 L. T. 
Rep. 670). The contract there was for the sale of ‘‘ the follow- 
ing land.and buildings, material, &c.’’ 
time lay the bricks and other débris of two cottages which had 
fallen to pieces, and Mr. Justice Eve holds that, on the true 
construction of this contract, the symbol was limited in its effect 
to the word “‘ material ’’ immediately preceding it, and must 
refer to things of the same character as material, and, there- 
fore, did not comprise a valuable and convenient right of 
way not appurtenant to the land. 

It will not fail to be observed that the surrounding circum- 
stances may be taken into consideration, and that such circum- 
stances may evidently control or vary the true interpretation. 
And if, secondly, cases on wills be consulted, one finds that 
the symbol, &c., in a testamentary instrument will create 
regrettable difficulty in determining what a testator means. 
The case of Barnaby v. Tassell (11 Eq. 363) is an authority for 
the proposition that, in the construction of such an instru- 
ment, the symbol, following the mention of specific chattels, 
is confined to chattels eyusdem yeneris, and consequently does 


not include the residue of the testator’s personal estate. | 


In the still older case of the Marquis of Hertford v. Lord 
Lowther (7 Beav. 1) we find the then late marquis giving “‘ all 
the goods and chattels, plate, linen, money at the bankers, or 

k in the Monte de Milano, linen, horses, carriages, &c.,”’ 
his lordship might ‘‘ die possessed of at Milan oF in Lom- 
bardy.’’ ; and Lord Lanepa.e decided that certain Polish cer- 
tificates and Neapolitan obligations, not having their locality 
either at Milan or in Lombardy, did not pass under the symbol, 
&e. »Further, in Twining v. Powell (2 Coll. C. C. 262) a 
, testator devised his house in Campden-place and “all therein ”’ 
to, A. for life, and at her death gave and bequeathed ‘‘ the 


On the land at the | 


house, &c., &c.,’’ to B. and his heirs; and the very just con- 
clusion was reached that, upon the death of A, B was entitled to 
all the chattels, other than the consumable stores, that were 
in the Campden-place house at the hour of the testator’s death, 
On the other hand, Sir Grorce Jesset’s noteworthy judg- 
ment in Chapman v. Chapman (4 Ch. Div. 800) gives to the 
troublesomé symbol the most liberal interpretation. His 
lordship, it will be recalled, there held that, looking at the 
whole will which he was called upon to construe, the testator 
designed to make an universal residuary legatee, and the 
bequest of all the testator’s ‘‘ money, cattle, farming imple- 
ments, &c.,’’ must, notwithstanding the decisions in Newman 
v. Newman (26 Beav. 220) and Barnaby v. Tassell (supra), in 
the contrary sense, include the general residue. And his 
lordship intimated that the tendency in a modern court of 
interpretation would be to give the widest possible meaning 
to the symbol and so prevent an intestacy as to the residue of 
the personalty, when and if, on looking at the whole will, it 
appears to have been the testator’s intention to have made an 
universal residuary legatee. 

What is the net result of this noticeable judgment? One in- 
terpreter may regard it as-a renunciation of abstract principle 
in favour of concrete expediency; another as a more en- 
lightened piece of interpretation; a third, no less proficient 
than the other two, as blemished by a note of a self-confident, 
reforming and remodelling mind. It seems, however, fair to 
observe that it presents apparently slight sense of sympathy 
with the rights of the testator’s common law representatives, 
or with the maxim that such representatives are not to be dis- 
inherited save by clear and express words or necessary impli- 
cation, unless, that is, the learned judge was right in postulat- 
ing’ that the testator purposed and implied to disinherit these 
representatives ; in which case, surely, it would be well to class 
the judgment among those which rather proceed on and are 
controlled by the terms of a particular instrument, but the 
tendency of which may be considered discreetly, and memorized 
for future reference. 

We now wish to direct attention, very briefly, to two curious, 
but by no means practically useless, decisions. - Everyone 
engaged in mercantile avocations knows that arbitrary signs 
and symbols are used in certain trades, or by private firms, 
to denote to the initiated either prices or numbers. In Kell 
v. Charmer (23 Beay, 195) a worthy tradesman carried the 
practice into his last will bequeathing to one of his sons 
‘*i-x.x.’’ and to another of them ‘‘ o0.x.x.’’ ; and the moot point 
was whether this was a case of shorthand or cypher, so that 
extrinsic evidence was admissible to show that in the course 
of his business he used certain private symbols to denote 
prices or sums of money, and what amount, according to these 
symbols, these letters meant. One can imagine what the 
public judgment would be, and Sir Joun Romrtiy was able 
to hold such evidence admissible, and the letters were thus 
proved to signify £100 and £200 respectively. Compare with 
this case that of such ominous warning as Clayton v. Lord 
Nugent (13 M. & W. 200). where the names of,all the devisees 
| were indicated in the will only by letters of the alphabet, and 
| a card, not in existence at the date of the will, kept by the 
| testator separate from his will, containing a key to the letters, 
and shewing the person indicated by each, was held inadmissible 
| to explain it—all which is very puzzling to plain people un- 
' instructed in the law of evidence. The explanation, of course, 
| is that this will, on the face of it, disclosed a potent ambiguity, 
| and the card. was neither inadmissible as a declaration of the 








ingenious testator’s intention, not receivable as secondary 
| evidence of another card, supposing the latter was incorpo 
rated with, and existed at the date of, the will. In brief, an 

| ambiguity patent, or apparent, on the face of an instrument 
may not be explained by oral testimony, and the dispositions 
purporting to be made by this will were ineffectual accordingly. 
But, besides in some such manner needlessly throwing the 
apple of discord among a testator’s relatives, the use of a 
mischieyously equivocal symbol in a contract raises, it should be 
observed, another question of some nicsty and interest. It 
will be within our readers’ recollection that whenever the 
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parties to a contract express the record thereof in such im- 
perfect or uncertain terms that it is impossible to ascertain 
any definite meaning, their contract is of necessity void: 
Kx parte Baxter, Re Vince (1892, 2 Q. B. 478). May not, 
then, the-use of a symbol cause such an uncertainty in a con- 
tract as to make the Court refrain from decreeing its specific 
performance? We will try and answer this pertinent question. 

If the reader refer again to Cooper v. Hood (supra), he 
will observe that Sir Jon Romitty was of the opinion that the 
term ‘‘ goodwill, &c.,’’ in the contract for sale in question was 
not so uncertain as alone to prevent an order for the specific 
performance of the bargain. And, moreover, in the well- 


Cuetmsrorp held that the presence of the symbol, &c., in some 
of the subordinate terms of an agreement for letting a farm 
did not produce such uncertainty as to render the compact 
incapable of specific performance, provided the property, the 
rent, and the other material parts of the proposed lease were 
sufficiently ascertained and described. And in Dear v. Verity 
(21 L. T. Rep. 185) it was held that an agreement containing a 
stipulation that the: lessee should dp “all repairs, painting, 
papering, &c.,’’ was sufficiently certain to render it capable of 
specific performance. But, on the contrary, if the subject- 
matter of the contract depend upon the meaning to be given 
to the symbol—if, that is, the court of interpretation be not 
satisfied what the expression used was intended to include— 
then, according to the decision in Price v. Griffith (1 De 
G. M. & G. 80) no order for specific performance can be suc- 
cessfully asked for or obtained. Into which category any 
future case.which an adviser has to consider may fall must 
be left to the judgment of the adviser. In the one class of 
case it is evident that the abbreviation is in a vital part of 
the contract, and cannot be understood; in the other, it is 
equally clear that by a careful consideration of the precedent 
words, and of the particular circumstances surrounding the 
contract, the meaning of the abbreviation can be sufficiently 
understood for all reasonable and practical purposes. 

Such, then, are some examples, as instructive to the reflec- 
tive as they are curious to the general reader, of the hazard 
which impends when mischief-making abbreviations or symbols 
are used in penning testamentary or contractual intentions. 
The multitude are apt to accuse the profession of ltking to be 
long. As an eminent conveyancer many years ago pointed 
out, it would be quite possible, with the aid of the Legislature, 
to express the greater part of an ordinary assurance algebraic- 
ally. Thus, we submit, a covenaat x+y—q would present no 
more difficulty than a draft in shorthand, a cablegram in code, 
or a letter in cipher, provided, of course, the shorthand, code, 
cipher, or symbol should be known, and certain in meaning : 
cf. Clayton v. Lord Nugent (supra). Moreover, we appre- 
hend that if parties like to record their contract in short- 
hand or cipher, there is as good a minute in writing to satisfy 
any statutory requirement as there would be if the contract 
were expressed in the prose of a classical or foreign language. 
But in every case where the meaning is at all ambiguous, com- 
mon sense dictates that sober and scholarly interpretation shall 
step in, act as a spur to prick’ the sides of the party’s intent, 
and do its best to avoid a declaration of uncertainty. 








Lawyers & Law Schools in America. 
I 


Tue Law Quarterly Review for October, 1917, and January, 1918, 
has reproduged in two articles a paper on “Law S¢hools and 
Legal Practitioners in the United States of America,’ which was 
read in London last July by Dr. Haroty D, Hazexrixe, Reader 
in English Law at Cambridge, at the annual meeting of the Society 
of Public Teachers of Law of England and Wales, and the articles 
are of such interest that we are glad to take the opportunity of 
calling attention to them. In the first Dr. Hazentiwe gives a 
short historical sketch of the origin and growth of the legal pro- 
fession and of the law schools, having regard to American con- 
stitutional and legal] development, and the second is devoted to 
the present-day relations between the schools and practitioners, 
and to the influence of the schools upon the growth of the law and 


the colonial period, which began with the granting of the first 
Virginia charter in 1606 and ended about 1760; the revolutionary 
period from 1760 to 1783, the date of the treaty by which Great 
Britain recognized American tindependence ; and the national 
era, which is made up of the last years of the Confederation 
(1783-9), and of the fedetal union, which commenced in 1789. In 
the first two periods the American colonies were beginning to 
develop their legal institutions, and, according to Dr. Hazexrrns, 
they more readily adopted the fundamental principles of English 
public_than of private law. ‘Especially those features of English 
justice which secured the liberty of the subject were claimed by 
the colonists as their own, and were embodied in the early colonial 
law.” But at first there was a tendency to develop local customs 
as the foundations of private law rather than to adopt the common 
law in its entirety. “The early systems of all the colonies con- 
tained important elements that were English in origin; but the 
characteristic feature of each one of them consisted in the fact 
that it was popular colonial law as distinct from the complex 
and technical system of lawyer-made law in contemporary 
England.” And this tendency to home-made law was assisted by 
the circumstance that throughout the colonies there ~was a deep 
distrust of all lawyers and much legislation hostile to them as a 
class. In fact, life was primitive and the necessity for lawyers 
which arises in a more advanced and complex state of society was 
not felt. But this changed as the colonies grew in importance 
in the eighteenth century, and legal questions in regard to land, 
wills, contracts, negotiable. paper, and inter-colonial relations 
became more pressing and important, and, as Dr. Hazerrine 
says, “more and more the need was felt for a fuller reception of 
English law and of lawyers trained in England.” . 

For systematic law the colonists naturally turned to English 
common law and equity, and the reception of these was accom- 
panied by the rise of a legal profession in the various colonies. 
At first laymen held high judicial office, and this practice -per- 
sisted for a long time ; but more and more lawyers displaced them, 
and Dr. HazeLtine. reminds us that in 1775 it was possible for 
Burke in the House of Commons to speak of the American 
colonial bar in terms of eulogy, which Dr. Haze.tine charag- 
terizes as fair and just. “In no country perhaps in the world,” 
said Burks, “is the law so genera] a study. The profession itself 
is numerous and powerful, and in most provinces it takes the 
lead.” Progress had evidently been rapid. And if systematic law 
had its origin in England, the same is true of the colonial bars. 
The need for trained lawyers was at first supplied by the intro- 
duction of English barristers, and gradually, around this English 
nucleus, there arose in.each of the provinces a bar which, while it 
continued to be replenished in part from the bar of England, was 
composed in the main of lawyers who were colonia] born and 
colopial ‘bred ; and, says Dr. Hazettine, “ throughout the colonial, 
revolutionary and national epochs, this early English influence 
has continued to shape, in divers ways, the structure and tiie 
ideals of the American profession.’”’ And at the same time that 
English lawyers were going to America English law schools were 
taken advantage of hy colonials, and down to the era of independ- 
ence a very considerable yumber of young Americans came to the 
mother country and pursued their studies at Oxford: and Cam- 
bridge, or at the Inns of Court, though whether they found much 
legal fare there may be questioned. ‘‘ Apart from Brackstons’s 
lectures on English law at Oxford, the opportunities for legal 
study offered to young Englishmen and Americans by the English 
Universities and the Inns of Court ‘during the eighteenth century 
were extremely meagre,” and students had to make the hest they 
could of such general culture as was available, and the legal 
culture that came from contact with English lawyers and -English 
courts. . 

But while some American law students came here to study, by 
far the greater number read law in the offices. of court clerks or of 
colonial practitioners. “ Observance of the daily routine of office 
and court practice, the private reading of a limited number of 
English law books, chiefly Coke upon Littleton, and at least 
some advice and instruction from the practising lawyer, con- 
stituted the main features of the legal education of most American 
practitioners and judges down to the later revolutionary times. 
Even down, to the present day, study in lawyers’ offices has formed 
one of the chief avenues to legal practice.” 

In the early part of the national period which began in- 1789 
the progress of American law and lawyers was rapid. This wit- 
nessed in particular the great work of Chief Justice MArsnattL, of 
the Supreme Court, in developing the Constitution: Quoting the 
late. J. B. Tuayer, Dr. Hazertine says: “It was Marsitat’s 


strong constitutional doctrine, explained in detail, elaborated, 
powerfully ‘argued, over and over again, with unsurpassable 
earnestness and force, placed permanently in our judicial revords,: 
holding its own during the long emergerice of ‘a feebler political 
theory, and showing itself in all its majesty when war and’ civil 





of legal institutions. 
Dr. Hazettixe divides American history into three periods— 


dissension came—it was largely this that saved the country from 
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succumbing in the great struggle of forty years ago, and kept 
our political fabric from going a pe ot 

Two main principles, says Dr. Hazettrse, of the growth of 
American federation, viewed as a system of institutions and laws, 
have a direct bearing upon the history and present-day relation of 
the profession and the schools of law. These he describes as the 
principles of dualism and particularism. Dwualism, as we under- 
stand him, distinguishes between the federal Union and the 
states ; particularism represents the divense tendencies of the 
states themselves. ‘“ Each one of the forty-eight constituent states 
has developed its own separate system Of stitutions and of public 
and private law; and so, too, has the federal Union of all the 
states. The complex whole made up of these two closely inter- 
woven lines of growth, state and federal, forms the complete con- 
stitutional and legal history of the United States of America 
since 1789.” 

As regards the separate states, the basis of legal growth in each 
state—save in Louisiana, where the civil law prevails—has been 
the Anglo-American common law and equity as adopted in the 
colonies; and though state constitutions and statutes have 
modified these systems in each one of the separate communities, 
yet sufficient uniformity exists throughout the Union to justify 
the statement that there is a body of law common to all the states. 
But the law of the federal Union is different. This is not founded 
on common law and equity, but consists of thé written Constitu- 
tion, the treat:es of the federal government with. foreign Powers, 
the Acts of the federal Legislature, and the decisions of the federal 
courts. “Anglo-American unwritten common law forms no part of 
this’ body of federal law; for the federal courts, in their inter- 
pretation of the Constitution of the United States, have laid 
down the doctrine that, until changed by Act of the federal Legis- 
lature, the common law of each state, even upon national subjects, 
i; state and not federal law.” But, while there is no federal 
eommon law, the federal courts, in the exercise of their constitu- 
tional powers, frequently interpret and enforce state common law. 

Dr. Hazentine traces the origin of the dual system of federal 
and state judiciaries to the system of imperial and colonial courts 
of the times before independence.. Each one of the separate 
colonies had its own jusicature, and from the decisions of the 
colonial courts appeals lay to the King in his Privy Council: and, 
making allowance for differences in constitution and functions, the 
federal judicature, especially the Supreme Court of the United 
States, has succeeded to the position formerly occupied by the 
Privy Councl. And this distinction between federal and state 
judicatures, and between the various staté judicatures, has been 
es by similar diversities in the American bars. “It is 
literally true that there is no such thing as the history of the 
American bar, for there are forty-nine bar histories—the histories 
of one federal and of forty-eight state bars '’—each, however, in- 
heriting the traditions and ideals of the English bar, from which 
all have sprung ; and they are linked together by various volun- 
tary organisations, notably the American Bar Association, in 
which the members of all the various bars unite for common 
purposes, such as the furtherance of constitutional and legal 
reform, the raising of bar standards, and the improvement of legal 
education, 

(To be contin ued.) 





Books of the Week. 
Companies.—The Companies Acts, 1908 to 1917, with Explana- 
lory Notes, and an Appendix containing the principal Legislation 
nffecting Companies passed as a Consequence of the War. . By D. G. 
- a Barrister-at-Law. 6th Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 
8. net. 


Income Tax.—The War Finance Acts of 1914 to 1917. An Anno- 
tated Reprint of the Income Tax Provisions of the new Acts. Second 
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Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 3s. 

Canada Law Journal, January, 1918. Canada Law Book Co. 
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In the House of Commons, on the 4th inst., Mr. Wardle, replying to 
Mr. Joynson-Hicks, who asked whether of’ the 718 interned enemy 
subjects engaged in business here and reported to the Board of Trade 
the businesses of only fifty-one were wound up, and how many were still 
being carried on, said :—The number on the interned list supplied by 
the Home Office was 423, while the number on the exempted list was 
295, making a total of 718 cases. Of these cases fifty-one businesses have 
been ordered to be wound up. It is quite impossible to say how many 
.of the remaining businesses are being carried on. A great many of them 
were of trifling importance, such as bakers, barbers, &c., in regard to 
which inguiries were not consideréd necessary. 





Correspondence. 


Aircraft Policies. 


[Lo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—The Government Aircraft Policy is subject to average 
(1) when there is any fire policy covering any of the property ex- 
pressed to be made subject to average, and (2) where there is not 
any fire policy at all. Also if at the time of the loss the property 
shall also be insured by fire policy which is not subject to average, 
but the aircraft policy is for less than the sum named in the fire 
policy, the insured is ‘to be his own insurer for the difference. 

Is it perfectly clear that where the aircraft policy is the same 
in amount as the fire policy, and the latter is not expressly stated 
to be subject to average, the ifsyred is covered by the aircraft 
policy to the full amount of his insurance? m. Y. 

March 5. 

[Perhaps some of our readers who have had practical experience 
in claims under aircraft policies will suggest the correet-answer.— 
Ep. 8.J.| ia Kids J$6 
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CASES OF THE WEEK.’ 
Court of Appeal. 

Re Pstate-uf JAMES RANKINE (Deceased). No.1. 4th March. \ 


PrRopatre—DeceaseD DoMIcILED IN SCOTLAND—CORPORATION APPOINTED 4 
ExecuTOR—CONFIRMATION OF EXECUTORS IN SCOTLAND—PRODUCTION 





AND SEALING or CONFIRMATION IN PRosate. Division 1x EncLanv— \f\\fj 


Errect oF Propate—CoNFIRMATION AND Propate Act, 1858 (21 & 22 
Viet. c. 56), ss. -9, 12. 


Upon the production of the confirmation of the executors of a person 
dying domiciled in Scotland, leaving personal estate both in Scotlandj 
and England, to the Probate Diviston in England, in-accordance with 
section 12 of the Confirmation and Probate Act, 1858, the Court must 
seal and return the confirmation, and cannot refuse to do so, on the 
ground that one of the exeeutors appointed by the will is a corporation, 
and that by English law a corporation is not competent to take a grant 
of probate, but can oniy take administration by a syndic. The act of 
sealing is purely ministerial, 


Decision of Coleridge, J. (ante, p. 292), reversed. 


Appeal from a decision of Coleridge, J., sitting as a Judge of the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Divisions (reported ante, p. 292). 
The deceased, James Rankine, died in June, 1917, domiciled in Scot- 
land, leaving a trust settlement and disposition (or will) under which 
he appointed the Royal Exchange Assurance to be his executor, and 
confirmation of the trust disposition was duly granted in the Com- 
missary Court at Edinburgh on 5th October, 1917. The deceased left 
personal property situate both in Scotland and England, and on 2lst 
January, 1918, the confirmation was presented.to the Probate Division 
for resealing. By the Confirmation. and Probate Act, 1858 (21 & 22 
Vict. c. 56), s. 12, when any confirmation of the executor of a person 
dying domiciled in Scotland, which includes, besides the personal 
estate in Scotland, also personal estate in England, shall be produced 
in the prifcipal Gourt of Probate in England,such confirmation shall 
be sealed with the seal of the said Court, and returned to the person 
producing the same, and shall thereafter have the like effect in England, 
as if a probate or letters of administration, as the casé may be, had 
been granted by the said Court of Probate. Coleridge, J., refused the 
application on the ground that by English law 4 corporation aggregate 
could not take probate, and that the Act could only apply when the 
confirmation was to a competent person, The applicants appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J.; having stated the facts above mentioned, pro- 
ceeded : The Royal Exchange Assurance was incorporated by charter 
in 1720, and was now regulated by private Act of Parliament, and it 
was within the powers of the corporation to act as executor to a deceased 
person. In his lordship’s opinion the view of Coleridge, J., could not 
be maintained. The aet of affixing the seal to the confirmation was 
a purely ministerial act. AJ] the provisions of section 9 of the statute 
had n complied with in .the present case, use the commissary 
had found that the deceased died domiciléd in Scotland, and that an 
inventory of his property in Scotland and England had been duly 
made. ‘The question turned on section 12. [His lordship, having read 
the section, proceeded :] The language was imperative ; there was no 
discretion left to the Court. In that respect the wording differed from 
that of the Colonial Probates Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 6), by which 
a discretion was left to the English court; the words used in that 
Act were ‘“‘may seal.’” The Court was not there dealing with any 
question as to making an original. grant of probate, or letters of 
administration, as in Re Duchess of Orleans (1 Sw. & Tr. 253), where 
the Court was asked to grant administration to a minor in respect 
of the estate.of the late duchess who was domiciled in France. and 
held that. it could_ not do so. It could not follow the law of the 
domittt in making the grant, if such a grant was contrary to Englis!: 
law. Nor was it the practice in England to make such a grant to 4 


A 


i? 


; 


Se 


~ 











oepaliiiis but the Court ould mde the grant. to a syndic appointed 
by the corporation : Ti the Goods of Darke (1 Sw. & Tr. 517) and In 
e Goods of Hunt fies, P. 288), where a limited company’ was 
appointed executor, and letters of administration were granted to the 
neral manager of the company, The decision af the Soond Judge 
elow was erroneous, and the applicants were entitled as of right to 
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— « have the seal affixed. The appeal, therefore, would be allowed. 
3 Bankes, L,J., delivered judgment to the same effect, and Ever, J., 
snot  @ concurred. —~CounsEn, Sir Ernest Pollock; K.C., and R. V. le Bas. 
erty Sourcrtor, Shirley W. Woolmer, 
ee [Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-et-Law.]} 
| hre 
SIA RY Wer? AL EL at ar, Ex perte-HENRY-SPARRO W 
— No2. 4th March? 
ated “Ee ‘Senvick—Exeuptron— FIngt "—Format APPLICATION ror 
raft RENEWAL OF CERTIFICATE Sertmnc Ovr THE GROUNDS AND FRESH 
Y Facrs Rerrep On—Decisron—ConsmpeRaTION oF THE WRITTEN 
’ APPLICATION—VALIDITY—Munitary SeRvice REGULATIONS (oF lst 
June, 1916), Parr 1, s. 2, Recuxarions 4, 16. 
Phe ~ Regulation 4 of Part 1, section 2, of the Military Service Regulations 


ated 1st June, 1916) provides: “ All applications to the local tribunal 
hall be heard in public unless the tribunal in any particular case, due 
regard being had to the interests of the parties and of any other person 
concerned in the application, consider that an application or any part of 
the proceedings therein should be heard in: private 

Regulation 16 provides; 

(a) For the purposes of ascertaining the facts relevant to the decision 
of an application the local tribunal may hear such witnesses as they 
think fit: provided that they shall in alt cases hear the parties to the 
application and the man in respect of whom the application is made, or 
those of them as appear. 

(6) The applicant may conduct his own application or may be repre- 
sented by any person appointed by him for that’purpose. .”. . 

(c) Any party to an application, or his representative 
put relevant questions to any party to the application. .. 
place any facts relevant to the application before the tribunal. 

8. was granted, by the London Appeal Tribunal, a two months’ exemp- 
tion “ final,”” which expired in December, 1917. His solicitor subse- 
quently lodged with. the Appeal Tribunal a formal application for leave 
to apply for a renewal of his certificate of saomptitl. and in a covering 
letter set out fully the grounds upon which the application was based. 
The application was refused. Thereupon 8. applied for a rule nisi for 
a mandamus to the Appeal Tribunal to hear and determine his applica- 
tion in public, contending that under the above regulations the tribunal 
=~ had no power to decide a question affecting his status on the’ considera- 
» ~ tion of a written application, and that their having purported to do so 
"© deprived him of the right to be present and give oral evidence in support 
a of the fresh facts-on which he relied. 

“a Held, that the tribunal was not bound to hear the applicant, but 
: were entitled to come to a decision on the evidence set out by him in 
his written application. The rule was accordingly refused. 

Semble, Refusal of leave to a man to make an application for a 
renewal or variation of a certificate under section 4 (2) of the Military 
Service Act, 1916 (Sess..2) isnot an “application”’ within Part 1, 
section 3, 9 (b) of the Order in Council dated 1st June, 1916, as provided 
in Regulation 85. 

Thé applicant, Henry Sparrow, had unsuccessfully applied to the 
Divisional Court for a mandamus to the London Appeal Tribunal re- 
quiring them to hear and determine in public his application for the 
renewal of his certificate of exemption from military service. In 
support of the application the applicant filed an affidavit in which he 
stated that he carried on a one-man business, and for reasons stated it 
was impossible to arrange for it being taken over during his absence 
on military service. He had obtained at various times from the London 
Appeal Tribunal exemption, his last application being made on 2nd 
October, 1917, when he was granted two months final. In December, 

© 1917, his solicitor lodged with the Appeal Tribunal a formal application 

4 for a renewal of his certificate, setting out the grounds and fresh facts 

: upon which the applicant relied, accompanied’ with a covering letter. 

‘t a In January, 1918, the Appeal Tribunal wrote they were not prepared 

- 2 sto re-hear Mr. rrow’s appeal, and further correspondence followed, 

ot : = in which it was contended by the applicant that he was entitled, under 

~ _ = the Military Service Regulations, to make his apnlication orally before 
te me 2—Cséthee:' tribal. ‘The Divisional Court decided against the applicant. 

ae ms Prickxrorp, L.J., in refusing the rule, said he was by no means sure 

an = ~Ssutthatt’ this: was an application for a re-hearing within the meaning of 

@ —__—sCW Regulation 4 of Part 1, section 2. of the Militarv Service Regulations, 

dated Ist June, 1916. and Regulation 16. Regulation 4 provided that all 

ammlications to the local tribunal should be heard in public unless the 

tribunal in any particular case, in the interest of the parties, should 

consider that the application or any part of it should be heard in 

private. If it was such an application, then it should be heard in 

public; but there was nothing to shew that this application was not 

heard ‘in wmblic. A“ final ”’ certificate of exemption granted by the 

4 Apneat Tribunal was final in the’ sense that no further application 

‘ ' could he made except by. leaye of the -ribunal. Assuming, however, 

a » that-leave had been granted, Mr. Sparrow’s application, together with 

- the grounds for it. had ‘been considered by the tribunal, and there was 

nothing to shew that it had not been properly determined. It was 

urged by his counsel that apart from the merits of the case an import- 

3 ant ion was involved, namely, whether, when an application for 

a wleove to have a re-hearing was made, the applicant had not a right to 
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appear and be SES ‘hetos the tribunal could stinks’ an onder “th that 
affected his status. That was the ground w which this application 
was based. But this was really a request to the tribunal for the hearing 
of an application for a renewal of a certificate, and there was n 

in the regulations giving a man a right to be heard orally onan appli- 
cation for leave to apply. On the other hand, there was’ nothing ‘to 
prevent a tribunal from considering an application for leave on’ proper 
materials, and in this case that was what had“been done. It was ex- 
pressly decided that a tribunal had such a power in Local Government 
Board y, Arlidge (1915, A. C. 120, 12 L. G. R. 1109). For these ‘reasana 
he thought that the rule eught not to be granted. 

Warrineton and Scrurron, L.JJ., rs judgments to the like effect. 
Application refused—Counsen, 2. H. Coumbe, Soxrcrrors, Clarke, 
Lewthwaite, & Co, j4A> 

Fis > 


[Reported by Ensxine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re ELLIOTT. THE PUBLIC TRUSTEE v. PINDAR. Sargant J 

7th February. 
Witt—ConstRucrion-—-ACCUMULATIONS—PROVISION FOR Rarsinc Por- 
TIONS—ACCUMULATIONS Act, 1800 (39 & 40 Gao. 3, c. 98), 3, 2. 

The proviso excepting provisions for “ raising portions’ for children 
from the operation of the Accumulations Act, 1800, commonly called 
the Thellusson Act, points tf the creation of a subsidiary fund out of 
and less than the total fund comprising the original fund and its aceu- 
mulations, and, aecordingly, when the direction is one the effect of which 
is to hand over the settled fund, with the accumulations, to the legatee, 
it comes within the mischief aimed at by the Act. 

The principle of Watt v. Wood (2 Dr. & Sm. 56) applied, 

Middleton v. Lock (1 Sm, & G. 61) is not reconcilable with the 
other cases, 

This was a summons taken out by the Public Trustee to determine 
whether the direction in a will, after the death of the testator’s widow, 
to set apart-£8,000,.and, after payment of an annuity of £60 to E. M. 
Pindar, to add the remainder of the interest to the principal; and, 
after the decease of the said E. M. Pindar, to hold the sum of £8,000, 
and the accumulations thereon, for the benefit of Marian Pindar, was 
valid as to accumulating the income, having regard to the exemption 
as to portions in section 2 of the Accumulations Act, 1800, and not- 
withstanding that the testator’s widow survived him for more than 
twenty-one years. The facts were as follows :—T. W. Elliott, by his 
will, bequeathed his property to his trustees upon trust for sale, and, 
after payment of his funeral and “testamentary expenses and debts 
and certain legacies, to stand possessed of the residue in trust to pay 
the income thereof to his wife during her life, and from and after her 
death to set apart out of the investments £8,000, and out of the interest 
thereon to pay to E. M. Pindar an annuity of £60 per annum, arid to 
add the remainder of the interest to the princip.l, and after the decease 
of E. M. Pindar to hold the £8.000 and the accumulations for. the 
benefit of her granddaughter, M. Pindar, upon trust, to pay the annual 
proceeds thereof to her for life, to be paid over, in the event of her 
marriage, to the trustees of her marriage settlement, provided such 
settlement provided for her having a life interest therein. If such 
settlement was not executed, there was a proviso that from and after 
her decease, without having married or had a marriage settlement, 
the fund should fall into and form part of the testator’s residuary 
estate, which, in the events ‘which happened, passed to his grandson, 
H. P. Bell. The testator died in 1891. In 1914 his widow appointed 
the Public Trustee to act as trustee with her. She died in 1917, leaving 
her daughter and granddaughter her surviving, and this summons was 
taken out. A very great number of authorities were cited on both 
sides. 

SaRGANT, b., after stating the facts, said :—Unless the case-comes 
within section 2 of the Thellusson Act, as a provision for raising 
portions the direction to accumulate the income after the expiration 
of twenty-one years from the testator’s death would be invalid, and 
would fall within the mischief aimed at by the Act. The question 
accordingly is whether the direction in the will is a provision. for 
‘‘raising a portion ’’ for the testator’s granddaughter, Marian Pindar. 
In my judgment, the expression “‘raising portions”’ out of the settled 
fund points to the creation of a subsidiary fund ont of and less than 
the total fund comprising the original fund and_its accumulations. But, 
in the present case, the direction is one the effect*of which js to hand over 
the settled fund, with the accumulations, tc the legatee. It comes, 
therefore, exactly within the mischief aimed at by the Act, as creating 
an accumulation of the total fund for the legatee. I have come to 
the conclusion that Middleton vy. Loch (1 Sm. & G, 61) cannot be 
reconciled with Myre v. Maraden (2 Hem. 564), Rarrinaton v. Taddell 
(2D. M. & G. 480), Burt v. Sturt (10 Hare, 415), Watt v. Wood (2 Dr. & 
Sm. 56), and ench cases. and that the present case is covered bv the 
principle .of Watt v. Wood. No distinction can, I think, be drawn 
hetween the cases where the settled fund to be accumulated is residue, 
ond those“in which it is a specified sum. The fund is intended to be 
a marriage portion for the granddaughter, but that is a different thing 
from a provision for “ raising’’ a portion. out of a settled fund. It 
must be held that the direction to accumulate is invalid, and. doen 
not fall within section 2 of the Act.—Couwset, Mossop; Edward 
Reaumont; Owen Thompson. Sorrcrrors, Lowless & Co.; Blunddil, 
Baker, & Co., for J. M. Mcore & Armatrongs, South Shields, 

[Reported by L. M. Mary, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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-. King’s Bench Division. . 
fa_the-Matter of AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN, PARSONS AND. 
QTHERS AND THE-BRIXHAM FISHING SMACK INSURANCE 
SOCIETY (LIM.), Div. Court, 27th February. 


ARBITRATION—GENERAL OR SpeciriC QuESTION SUBMITTED TO ARBITRA- 
TroR—Error 1n Law on Face or AWARD. 

Owners of fishing smacks were insured in an insurance society whose 
rules provided for the submission of all disputes to arbitration, Whilst 
the smacks were fishing they were attacked by a German submarine, 
and, to escape, the trawling gear, which was not insured, was cut away 
und lost. The assured claimed against the society as for a generat 
average loss. The claim was referred under the rules, and the umpire 
made an award against the assured, which was bad in law on its face. 
The assured moved to set aside the award on this ground, and the 
saciety contended that a specific question of law had been referred, 
Siecle the Court had not jurisdiction to set aside the award. 


Held, on the construction of the terms of submission to arbitration, 
that there was no reference of any one specific question of law, and the 
Court had jurisdiction to set aside the award. 

Re an Arbitration between King and Duveen (1913, 2 X. B. 32) 
followed. 

Motion to set aside an award. The plaintiffs were the owners of 
eight fishing smacks, which were insured with the defendant society, 
subject to the rules of the society, which provided for the reference of 
all disputes to arbitration. On 28th November, 1916, whilst the smacks 
were fishing on the high seas, the assured claimed that their boats 
were in danger of tetal destruction at the hands of the King’s enemies, 
by reason of a German submarine appearing and firing on them. To 
escape destruction, the trawling warps belonging to the boats were 
cut by the assured, and the trawling gear was lost. This trawling gear 
was not insured with the defendant society, or in any office or com- 
pany, against such loss, but the assured claimed that the facts and 
circumstances of the loss amounted to, and constituted, a general average 
loss. At a general meeting of the society, called in accordance with 
the rules, it was decided that the claim made by the assured could not 
be admitted. The dispute thus arising was, in accordance with the 
rules, referred to two arbitrators, or in case of their disagreement, to 
an umpire. The arbitrators disagreed, and the umpire issued his 
award, deciding that the assured were not entitled to the compensation 
they claimed on grounds stated as follows :—(a) That the rules dis- 
tinctly stated that the fishing gear was not covered in any way by the 
society, and was at the sole risk of the owners; (b) that there was no 
mention of any general average clause in the policy, and, if it had been 
intended, it should have been insertéd similarly to Lloyd’s policies, 
where they distinctly mention this. Further, that the society was for 
mutually agreed insurance among a body of smack owners, who drew 
up rules to meet their owA particular requirements, and was therefore 
not in the same category as Lloyd’s. Also, at an extraordinary general 
meeting, the members, numbering eighty-one, were against contributing 
to the loss of this gear, and seventeen were in favour, eight of these 
being owners of the smacks which cut away their gear, and this decision 
of the members in itself should have been sufficient evidence that the 
society were not liable for any claim made on them for cutting away the 
gear. The plaintiffs moved the Court to set aside the award on the 
ground that it shewed error in law on the face of it. 

Lusu, J.—The award was attacked for error on its face, the grounds 
set out by the umpire, upon which he acted, being bad in law, and 
the award therefore impeachable upen the well-recognized principle 
that, there being error in law on its face, this Court has ground to set 
it aside. It was perfectly plain that the award was bad,on its face, 
and the contrary was really not asserted. It was, however, said on 
behalf of the society that although this general principle was applicable 
to awards, yet that in this case the Court had no jurisdiction to set aside 
the award, because if the parties to a dispute chose to refer a specific 
question of law to an arbitrator, then, if the arbitrator went wrong, 
the Court could not interfere, because, if the Court could interfere in 
such a case, the reference would be futile. There is no dowbt that, 
if parties agreed to refer a specific question of law to an arbitrator, the 
dissatisfied*partY could not ask the Court: to interfere to set aside the 
award for error on the face of it. That principle was laid down in Re 
an Arbitration between King and Duveen (1913, 2 K. B. 32), where the 
headnote reads thus: “If a specific question is submitted to an arbi- 
trator and he answers it, the fact that the answer involves an erroneous 
decision in point of law does not make the award bad on its face so 
as to permit of its being set aside.’’ Channell, J., dealt with the 
principle ; at p. 35 he said : ‘‘ It is no doubt a well-established principle 
of law that if a mistake of law appears on the face of the award of an 
arbitrator, that makes the award bad, and it can be set aside. The 
decision of the House of Lords in British Westinghouse Electric and 
Manufacturing Co. v. Underground Electric Railways Co. of London 
(56 Soricrrors’ Journat, 734; 1912, A. C. 673), though that was in 
some respects a somewhat peculiar case, clearly shews that the general 
principle is as I have stated; but it is equally clear that if a specific 
uestion of law is submitted to an arbitrator for his decision, and he 
tose decide it, the fact that the decision is erroneous does not make 
the award bad on its face so as to permit of its being set aside. Other- 
wise it would be futile ever to submit a question of law to an 
arbitrator.” In the same case Bray, J., said that, in holding that the 


‘was no submission of any one “specific question of law. 





award could not be set aside, the Court was in no way entrenching on 
the principle that an award which was bad on its face might be set aside. 
The question,-then, was whether the parties to the present dispute 
agreed within the meaning of that decision to refer a specific question 
of law or not. If they did not, then the power of this Court to set 
aside an award where it is bad on its face is preserved; if they did, 
then this Court cannot interfere..-The learned Judge said that he had 
come to the conclusion that the parties did not agree to refer a specific 
question of law to arbitration. No doubt the submission recited whaf 
the particular dispute was; it recited that the assured claimed that 
their boats were in danger of total destruction; it did not recite that 
this was an admitted fact; and it recited that the assured claimed that 
the facts and circumstances which occasioned the loss amounted to, 
and constituted, a general average loss. But in the operative part there 
What was 
referred was all matters of difference between the parties in reference 
to the said claim to a general average contribution. The Court would 
be stretching the point decided in King and Duveen (supra) most un- 
reasonably if they were to hold that, because there was a recital from 
which one might gather what the question of law was, therefore, 
when all matters in difference were referred, the parties were still bound 
bythe decision in King and Duveen (supra), however erroneous the 
award might be on the face of it. In the learned Judge’s opinion, King 
and Duveen had no application to the facts of the present case. Counsel 
had raised another point on behalf of the assured. They said that, as 
under rule 30 a member was compelled to refer any dispute, there was 
not here a voluntary submission to arbitration at all, and that, even 
if a specific question of law had been submitted to the arbitrator, we 
still ought to hold that King and Duveéen (supra) had no application. 
It was not necessary to say whether that contention was right or wrong. 
On the other ground, the award must be set aside. 

Sankey, J., gave judgment to the same effect—Counser, J. B. 
Matthews, K.C., and C. Robertson Dunlop, for the assured; PR. A. 
Wright, K.C., and W. van Breda, for the society. Sortcrrors, Mann &: 
Orimp, for Kitsons, Hutchings, Easterbrook, & Co., Torquay; W. A. 
Crump & Son. 

[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, -Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 
Coleridge, J. _ 23rd, 24th, 25th and 26th January ; 


ist February. 


HvusBanp AND Wire—Wire’s Suir ror Restitution or ConsvcaL 
Ricuts—ANswer By Huspanp ALLEGING RerusaL or Marrrat INTER- 
couRsE AND Conpuct Justiryrxc His Non-cOHABITATION WITH 
PETITIONER—DISCRETION OF THE CouURT. 

Where, in a wife’s suit for restitution of conjuaal rights, the Court 
ts satisfied that the husband’s plea is made out, that he was justified 
in withdrawing from cohabitation with her owing to her refusal of 
marttal intercourse, and her indecent behaviour with other men, falling 
short of adultery. it will dismiss the~petition, 


This was a wife’s petition for restitution of .conjugal rights. ~The 
husband, by his answer, alleged that the petitioner had been guilty 
of such conduct as to disentitle her to a decree in that she had refused 
to allow marital intercourse, and had been guiltv of indecent conduct 
with other men, which gave rise to suspicions of adultery. The hushond 
also alleged that, shortly before the institution of the suit, he and the 
netitioner had entered into a mutual agreement to live separate. and 
theyshad since lived separate and apart, and he had paid, and the peti- 
tioner had received, an annual allowance under the said- agreement. It 
was, however, admitted at the hearing that the wife had refused to 
execute a deed. and therefore the agreement was not relied on as an 
absolute defence. Counsel for the petitioner submitted that he did not 
deny that the Court hada discretion to withhold @ decree for restitn 
tion from a complainirfg wife: but the Court would only éxercise such 
n discretion if the hnsbend had grave and weighty cause for living 
separate and anart. He cited and discussed Oldrovd v. Oldroyd (189, 
P. 175) and Greene v. Greene (1911. P. 188). and submitted that no 
such cause was shewn in this case. The refusal of intercourse (if anv) 
was not absolute, »nd might have been accounted for by the health 
of the petitioner. The alleged indecent behaviour was mere foolishness 
Counsel for the respondent submitted that thoneh in Greene v. Greene 
(supra) Shearman. J., had held that the wife’s condnct in writin 
certain letters was not a reasonable excuse for the husband’s refusal 
ta cohabit. vet in this case the faets nroved were of » more serions 
description. He cited and discussed Haswell v. Haswell-and Sander- 
son (1859.1 Sw. & T. 512), where it was held that conduct on the 
nart of the wife might induce the Court to say that her hushand h id 
not senarated from her without a reasonable exctise ; and submitted thet 
the indement in that case. since the decision in Russell v. Russell (1895 
P. 315) must he taken as laying’ down the principles on which the Court 
will exercise the discretion, which it now has. to refuse a decree in 
restitution cases. Tn this case this state of things existed anite anart 
from the refusal of intercourse, which in itself justified the husband in 
his refusal to cohabit. , 

Corkzripcr, J.—In this case the petitioner seeks from this Court 
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a decree for the restitution of conjugal rights. She does that on the 
ground that her husband has deserted her; that is to say, that he 
has refused conjugal rights to her. That state of mind may be proved 
to this Court at any time. There is a general rulé about two years’ 
absence, but quite short of that, if at any time the husband can be 
proved to have refused to cohabit and to have withdrawn himself from 
his wife without lawful excuse, the wife is entitled to a decree for 
restitution of conjugal rights. Now, what does that imply? I adopt 
the language of Sir F. Jewne in Synge v. Synge (1900, P. 180, 194), in 
which case he quotes from Lord Hannen in Qusey v. Ousey and Atkin- 
son (1874, L. R. 3 P. & D. 223): “I think that a husband taking the 
view that the fault was not with himself, but with the wife, and in 
that state of mind coming to the conclusion that the connection between 
them was intolerable, leading to misery and not to happiness, because 
the wife was either unable or.resolutely unwilling to consummate, and, 
therefore, leaving her, «cannot be said to have been guilty of such 
desertion as is contemplated by the statute.’”’ Sir F, Jeune went on 
to say : ‘I read those words in a large sense. 1 donot think it can 
reasonably be contended that, if a wife permitted her husband one act 
of intercourse, and no more, the connection between them would 
be more tolerable, and more likely to lead to happiness and not to 
misery than if she refused mtercourse altogether.’’ Later on he makes 
use of this language -which ought to be written in letters of gold over 
the doors of all houses where the husband and wife have to make 
allowances for each other : ‘‘ The objects of married life, as expressed 
in the marriage service, are not the less true because they are the utter» 
ances of a more plain-spoken age than the present; and; while human 
nature remains what it is, I think a husband has a right to decline 
to submit to a groundless demand of his wife that he should live with 
her as a husband only in name. Neither party to a marriage can, I 
think, insist on cohabitaticn unless he or she is willing to perform a 
marital duty inseparable from it.’’ Taking these decisions and that 
language as applicable to all cases in this Court, it is quite clear to 
me that any husband or wife who seeks a decree for restitution of con- 
jugal rights must shew that, those rights being mutual. he or she is 
willing to perform his or her part of the conjugal communion, and 
that in a reasonable sense; there may He good ground for partial cessa- 
tion of intercourse, in which case withdrawal of the husband or wife 
would be reasonable. There must be some deliberate, determined re- 
fusal, such as to put an end to the idea of conjugal communion existing 
between the parties. In-this case, apart from some suggested indiscre- 
tion in his treatment, the wife cannot. make any charge of a matri 

monial offence against the husband. In answer to a question of mine, 
she said: ‘‘My husband was always very good to me. I never said 
otherwise.”’ As she is certainly not biassed in her husband’s favour, I 
may certainly take that answer as ¢onclusive and true as regards the 
husband’s conduct, and it -is not necessary to consider whether it was 
open to any seriotis criticism. Therefore. 1 may enter upon considera- 
tion of the stipulations as to the marriage contract, so far as they affect 
the wife; that is to say, that, if the husband has reasonable cause 
for withdrawing from the wife, such as will make it impossible for 
them properly to live together, that is a ground for refusing as against 
him a decree of restitution, and that conduct is short of a matrimonial 
offence! [After dealing with the evidence, the learned Judge con- 
tinued :] ‘‘I am not asked to deal with the abortive negotiations for a 
separation deed as though they amounted to an estoppel, but, at all 
events, they are, in the present case, an element for any decision as 
to. whether, on such facts, I should, in my discretion, restore to the 
petitioner the rights to which she says she is entitled. In my judg- 
ment she has not fulfilled the stipulations of the marriage contract on 
her part, but those of the husband have been fulfilled. I consider, 
therefore, that he had reasonable grounds for withdrawing from co 

habitation. I must dismiss this petition, and will adjourn the question 
of costs.—Counstt, Hume Williams. K.C., and Clifford Mortimer, for 
petitioner ; Colam, K.C., and Tyndale, for respondent. Soricrrors, 
Hyman Isaacs, Lewis, & Mills, for petitioner; Oppenheimer d- Nathan, 
for respondent. 

{Reported by ©. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


“Courts (Emergency Powers), England. 
COUNTY COURTS. 

Te ConsoLtipatep County Courts (EMERGENCY POWERS) RULES, 1918, 
DATED 6TH MARCH, 1918, MADE BY THE LORD CHANCELLOR FOR COUNTY 
Courts UNDER THE Courts (EmerGENcy Powers) Acts, 1914 To 1917 
(4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 78; 6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 13; 6 & 7 Guo. 5, c. 18; 7 & 8 
Geo. 5, c. 25). 








Preliminary. 

Citation, commencement, construction and application of Rules.—The 
following Rules under the Courts (Emergency Powers) Acts, 1914 to 
1917, shall apply to the County Courts and to the City of London 
Court, which shall for the purposes of these Rules be deemed to be a 
“These Bules may be cited as the Consolidated County Courts (Emer- 

ency Powers) Rules, 1918, and shall come into operation on the 18th 

ay of March, 1918. , 

les 1 and 3 of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Consolidated Rules, 
1918, dated the 11th January, 1918 (herein called the Principal Rules), 


subject to the modifications contained in these Rules; and these Rules 
shall be read and construed with the said Rules, and expressions used 
herein shall have the same-meaning as in those Rules, which are for 
convenience of reference prefixed to these Rules; bat save as in this 
paragraph provided the Principal Rules shall not apply to the County 
Courts or to the City of London Court. 

_On the coming into operation of these Rules the following Rules, 
viz. :— 

The Consolidated County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1916, 
dated 23rd August, 1916; 
The Additional County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1916, 
dated 23rd November, 1916; 
The County Courts (Emergency Powers) Rules, 1917, dated 4th 
October, 1917; and 
Directions, dated 8th November, 1917, given by the Lord Chan- 
cellor under section 1 of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917, 
so far as those directions apply to the County Courts or the City 
of London Court, 
shall be annulled, without prejudice to anything done thereunder, and 
these Rules shall apply to all proceedings pehding under the Rules and 
Directions hereby annulled on the day when these Rules come into 
operation. . 

Where any Rules annulled by these Rules or by ihe Rules hereby 
annulled are referred to in the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(War Restrictions) Rules, 1916, or in any other Rules, the reference to 
such Rules shall be construed as referring to the Rules hereby sub- 
stituted for the same. 


THe Courts (EMercency Powers) Consotipatep Rvtes, 1918, 
Rugs 1 anp 3. 
. Definitions.|—In these Rules— 

The expression ‘‘ the Principal Act’’ means the Courts (Emer- 
gency Powers) Act, 1914; ‘the Act of 1916’’ means the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Amendment Act, 1916; ‘‘ the Act (No. 2) of 
1916’? means the Courts (Emergency Powers) (No. 2) Act, 1916; 
‘the Act of 1917’ means the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 
1917, and ‘‘the Acts ’’ means all the said Acts. , 

The expressions ‘‘ paragraph (a) ’’ and ‘‘ paragraph (6) ’’ meah 
respectively paragraph (a) and paragraph (6) of sub-section (1) of 
section I of the Principal Act as extended by section 1 of the Act 
of 1916, section 1 of the Act (No. 2) of 1916, and section 8 of the 
Act of 1917. 

The expression ‘‘ creditor ’’ means any person who has obtained 
or is seeking to obtain any judgment or order for the payment or 
recovery of a sum of money to which paragraph (a) applies, or who 
is (apart from the provisions of the Principal Act as extended as 
aforesaid) entitled to enforce any of the remedies mentioned in 
paragraph (4); and the expression “ debtor’ has a corresponding 
meaning. 

3. Courts by which powers under Acts to be exercised.}—(1) For the 
purposes of ‘paragraph (a) the court to which application is made shall 
be the court by which the judgment or order for the payment or re- 
covery of a sum of money has been directed, entered or made or in 
which it is being sought. 

(2) For the purposes of paragraph (+) the Court to which applica- 
tion is made may be— ‘ 

(a) in any case whatever except that of applications comprised 
in sub-head (b) hereof, the High Court; 

(b) in the case of applications to foreclose or realize in respect 
of mortgages of leaseh@ld. interests to which the Increase of Rent 
and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, applies, the 
county court ; 

(c) in any of the following cases, namely— 

(i) in the case of an application for leave to take, resume, or 
enter into possession of any property, or to appoint a receiver 
of mortgaged property, or to exercise any right of re-entry, 
where the amount of the sum for enforcing payment,or recovery 
whereof, or in default of payment or recovery whereof, the 
remedy is sought to be enforced, does not exceed one hundred 
pounds, and (in the case of lands, tenements, or hereditaments) 
where neither the value of the premises nor the rent payable 
in respect thereof exceeds one hundred pounds a year ; or 

(ii) in the case of an application for leave to foreclose, or to 
sell in lieu of foreclosure, or to realize any security or to 
institute proceedings for foreclosure or for sale in lieu of fore- 
closure where the amount of the principal sum secured does not 
exceed five hundred pounds; or 

(iii) In any other case where the value of the subject-matter 
(as hereinafter defined) of the application does not exceed one 
hundred pounds, 

the County Court as an alternative to the High Court ; and 

(d) as a further alternative, in the case of distress for rent where 
the amount of the yearly rent does not exceed twenty pounds, or in 
cases where it is sought to enforce either the lapse of a policy to 
which sub-section (1) of section 1 of the Principal Act applies, or 
a hire-purchase agreement the original liability on which does not 
exceed twenty pounds, 

a court of summary jurisdiction. 

(3) For the purposes of this Rule, the value of the subject matter of an 
application shall be deemed to be— ; 
in the case of an application for leave to levy distress, the amount 
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im the case of an application for leave to take, resume, or enter 
into possession of any property, or to exercise any right of re-entry, 
the amount of the sum sought to be recovered ; 

in the case of an application for leave to foreclose, or realize any 
security, or to institute proceedings for foreclosure or sale in lieu 
of foreclosure, the amount of the principal sum secured ; 

in the case of an application for leave to forfeit any deposit, the 
total amount payable in respect of which the deposit has been made ; 
and 

in the case of an application for leave to enforce the lapse of A 
policy of insurance to which sub-section (1) of section one of the 
Principal Act applies, the amount ultimately recoverable under the 

olicy. 

ay. Applications shall, in the absence of special circumstances, be made 
to a county court or to a court of summary jurisdiction, as the case may 
be, where application to such a court is permitted by this Rule. 

The court may order any increased costs occasioned by disregard of this 
sub-rule to be borne by the applicant. 

Where an application is made to the High Court which in the opinion 
of that court ought to have beefi made to a county court or to a court 
of summary jurisdiction, the application may, if thought fit, be remitted 
or transferred to the proper court; and where an application is made 
to a county court which in the opinion of that court ought to have been 
made to a court of summary jurisdiction, the cougty court may remit 
or transfer the application to a court of summary jurisdiction. 


THE CONSOLIDATED COUNTY COURTS (EMERGENCY POWERS) 
RULES, 1918. 
Applications under Paragraph (a). 


1. Application where no judgment entered or order made.}—(1) In 
cases under paragraph (a), where no judgment or order has been already 
directed, entered or made, applieation for leave to proceed to execution 
on or otherwise to the enforcement of the judgment or order may be 
made at the time when the judgment or order is directed, entered or 
made ; Provided that unless the debtor is present, eitherin person or by 
his solicitor, or by some person allowed by the court to appear for him, 
at the time when the judgment or order is directed, entered or made, the 
application shall not be entertained unless the creditor shall have served 
on the debtor a notice according to the form in the Appendix of his 
intention to make the application [Form 1). 

(2) Any such notice as in the preceding paragraph mentioned may be 
annexed to and served with the summons or other document originating 
the proceedings ; or it may be served at any later time, not being -less 
than two clear days before the judgment or-order is directed, entered 
or made, unless in any case the court gives leave for shorter service. 

(3) Any such notice, if it is to be served otherwise than with the 
summons or other document originating the proceedings, shall be served 
in accordance with the practice of the court as to service of notice of 
an interlocutory application. 

(4) Provided as follows :— 

(i.) Notice of intention to apply under this rule shall not be served 
unless the creditor intends to apply at the time when the judgment 
or order is directed, entered or made for an order for payment 
forthwith, or within fourteen days from the date of the judgment or 
order. aoe 

(ii.) Where any such notice is served, and an order is made for 
payment of a sum net exceeding twenty pounds, exclusive of costs, by 
instalménts, or within a period longer than fourteen days from the 
date of the judgment or order, instead of an order for payment forth- 
with or within fourteen days, no costs of the notice shall be allowed 
against the debtor. 

{iii.) In any case in which an order is made for payment. by 
instalments, or within a period longer than fourteen days from the 
date of the judgment or order, either after notice has been served, 
or without notice having been served, leave to proceed shall not be 
given at the time when the judgment or order is directed, entered 
or made; but in any such case, if default is made in payment, the 
creditor may proceed in accerdance with Rule 2. . 

(5) Where leave to proceed is given at the time when the judgment or 
order is directed, entered or made, and default is made in payment, a 
warrant of execution may be issued without further leave; or the creditor 
may proceed in accordance with Rule 2. 

. Application after judgment entered or order made.}—Where a 
judgment or order has Sam directed, entered or made, and leave to 
proceed is not given at the time when the judgment or order is directed 
entered or made, the following provisions shal] apply if default is made 
in payment, viz. :— " 

(i.) The creditor may issue a judgment summons in accordance 
with Rule 3, or a garnishee summons in accordance with Rule 5. 

(ii.) If the creditor desires to apply for leave to proceed in any 
other way, he shall serve on the debtor a notice of his intention 
to apply for such leave, according to the form in the Appendix 
[Form 5]: Such notice shall be deemed to be a notice of an inter- 
locutory a, and shall be served in accordance with the 
— of the court as to service of notice of an interlocutory applica- 

ion, 
Judgment Simmons and Order of Commitment. 
3. Judgment summons.J—{1) A judgment summons may be issued as 





LSS 
heretofore, and no application under the Principal Act for the purpose 
of obtaining leave to issue such summons shall be required. ~ 

(2) Paragraph 1 of Rule 3 of the Principal Rules shall not apply to 
any case in which a creditor desires to issue a judgment summons under 
Order XXV., Rule 29 or Rule 30, of the County Court Rules in a court 
other than the court in which the judgment or order was obtained. 

4. Issue of order of commitment.}—Where an order of commitment 
has been made either before or after the passing of the. Principal Act, 
the following provisions shall apply :— 

(i.) If the execution of the order of commitment has not been 
suspended pursuant to Order XXV., Rule 46, paragraph 2, of the 
County Court Rules, or if it has been suspended to enable the debtor 
to pay the amount in respect of the non-payment of which the order 
is made within’ a period not exceeding twenty-eight days from the 
date of the order, thé order may in default. of payment be issued 
without leave at any time within forty-two days from the date on 
which it was made, but if not so issued it shall not afterwards be 
issued without leave of the judge granted on application made on 
notice served in accordance with Rule 2, paragraph {ii.). 

(ii.) In any other case the order of commitment shall not be 
issued without leave of the judge granted on application made 
notice served in accordance with Rule 2, paragraph (ii.). 

Attachment of Debts. 

5. Garnishee summons.}—(1) A garnishee summons may be issued as 
heretofore: Provided that a notice according to the form in the 
Appendix [Form 2] shall be substituted for the notice which is by 
Order XXVILI., Rule 4), of the County Court Rules required to be served 
on the judgment debtor with a copy of the garnishee summons, 

(2) The provisions of these Rules as to applications for leave to proceed 
under paragraph (a) shall apply to applications for leave to proceed on 
any judgment or order directed, entered or made against a garnishee ; 
and for the purposes of any such application the garnishee shall be 
deemed to be the debtor, and the forms in the Appendix shall be used 
with such modifications as may be necessary to_adapt them to the case 
of summons issued or a judgment or order directed, entered or made 
against a garnishee. 

(3) Paragraph 1 of Rule 3 of the Principal Rules shall not apply to 
any case in which a creditor desires to issue a garnishee summons under 
Order XXVI., Rule 2, of the County Court Rules against a garnishee who 
is not within the jurisdiction of the court in which the judgment or order 
was obtained. 

Execution against Goods. 

6. Application for leave to issue execution against. goods.}—(1) An 
application for leave to issue execution against goods, if made at the 
time when the judgment or order is directed, entered or made, may, 
where the judgment or order is directed, entered or made by the registrar, 
be made to him subject to the provisions of Rmle 19. d 

(2) An application for leave to issue execution against goods, if made 
after the judgment or order has been directed, entered or made, may 
be made to the registrar, subject to the provisions of Rule 19. 

7. Conditions to be complied with on dpplication for issue of execution 
without leave.}—(1) Where in any proceedings it is sought to issue a 
warrant of execution against goods without an application-under these 
Rules, then, unless it sufficiently appears on the face of the proceedings 
that the judgment or order is for the payment or recovery of a sum of 
money to which the Acts do not apply, the warrant shall not issue with- 
out such an application unless the party seeking to issue the warrant is in 
a position to comply with and does comply with the following conditions. 

(2) The party seeking to issue the warrant without such application 
shall statg in the precipe, in or to the effect of the form appended to 
this-Rule, 

(a) that the debtor is or is not an officer or a man of His Majesty's 
Forces ; and ¢ 

(6) if it is stated that he is not, that the judgment or order is not 
for the payment or recovery of a sum of money payable in pursu 
ance of a contract made before the beginning of the fourth day of 
August, nineteen hundred and fourteen, or of a cohtract for rent 
not amounting to fifty pounds per annum made after the beginning 
ofthat day; or 

(c) if it is stated that he is, that the judgment or order is not for 
the payment or recovery of a sum of money payable in pursuance 
of a contract made before the beginning of the eleventh day of 
April, nineteen hundred and sixteen, or before the debtor joined 
the Forces, or of a contract for rent not amounting to fifty pounds 
per annum made after the beginning of that day, or on or after 
the date on which the debtor joined the Forces. 

[Form of Statement] 

(a) Debtor not an officer or a man of H.M.’s Forces: and debt not on 
contract before, or for rent under £50 per annum on contract 
on or after 4th Auguat, 1914. 

(6) Debtor an officer [or a man] of H.M.'s Forces: and debt not on 
contract before 11th April, 1916, or before the debtor joined 
the Forces, or for rent under £50 per ahnum on contract on or 
after 11th April, 1916, or on or after the date on which the 
debtor joined the Forces. 

(3) If the party seeking to issue the warrant cannot comply with the 
above conditions, whether beeause he does not know whether the debtor 
is an officer or a man of His Majesty’s Forces, or for any other reason. 
- must make an application under these Rules for leave to issue execu- 
ion. 

8. Where execution issued without leave in case in which leave appears 
to be required.}—Where execution has issued without leave, Cee it 
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s appears to the a oo any information received by him, that the 


case is one in which by reason of the debtor being an officer or a man 
of His Majesty’s Forces, or for any other reason, the warrant should 
not have issued without leave, he shall make a special return to the 
court from which the warrant issued, and to the judgment creditor, 
stating the information that he has received and his grounds fer think 
ing that. leave was required; and the warrant shall not be executed 
without leave of the court granted an application made in aceordance 
with the rules as to applications for leave te issue execution; and 
those rules, with the necessary modifications, shall apply accordingly. 
(To be continued.) 


‘ 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 8th March contains the following :— 

1. An Order in Council, dated 4th March, providing that documents 
may be signed on behalf of the Air Council by any two or by any one of 
the Members of the Air Council and by the Secretary of the Air Council. 

2. Four Orders in Council, dated 4th March, applying to the Isle ot 
Man, with adaptations : (1) the Local Authorities (Disqualification Reliet 
Act, 1914; (2) (3) and (4) various Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 8th March, further amending the 
Proclamation, dated the 10th day of May, 1917, and made under Sectiou 
8 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1879, and ‘section 1 of the 
Exportation of Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exporta 
tion Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United 
Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited. 

4. A Foreign Office (Foreign Trade Department) Notice, dated 8th 
March, that certain additions and corrections have been made to the 
list of persons and bodies of persons to whom articles to be exported to 


~ China may be consigned. 


5. A Notice that appointments to the Military Appea] Tribunals have 
been made as follows :—East Riding of Yorkshire with Hull (2). 

6. Admiralty Notices to Mariners as follows :— 

(1) lst March: No. 319 of thé year 1918, republishing various former 
Notices:—Scotland, North-East Coast, with Orkney and Shetland Isles. 
It includes the following :— 

Neutral or Allied vessels are particularly warned that the passage 
through the Pentland firth presents very grave risks to a Westbound 
vessel and are strongly advised not to take it. 

No vessel other than those of British nationality or those of the 
Allied nations, except. vessels calling for the purpose of Examination, 
shall enter any ports or harbours in, or anchor off any part of, the coasts 


» of the Shetland Isles until further notice. 


(2) 2nd March : ‘No. 333 of the year 1918, revising No. 35 of 1918 :--- 
, England and Wales, South and West Coasts. It includes the following :— 
‘0 vessels other than those of British Nationality or those of the 
Allied Nations are permitted to enter the Port of Plymouth until further 
notice. 
Compulsory pilotage is required for alien vessels in certain parts of the 
Bristol Channel. 
The London Gazette of 12th March contains the following :— 
7. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners, dated 9th March, No. 373, of 
the year 1918, revising No. 235 of 1918. Special Instructions to Merchant 
Vessels (ante, p. 332). 


Orders_in Council. 


THE ARMY COUNCIL. 


Whereas His Majesty has been pleased to approve a change in tlie 
constitution of the Army Council, and to create, by Letters Patent 
dated 19th February, 1918, the Office of Permanent British Military 
Representatiye, British Section, Supreme War Council of the Allied 
Governments : 

And whereas it is expedient to assign certain duties to the Permanent 
British Military Representative : 

Now,-therefore, &¢., it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. The Secretary of State is to be responsible to His Majesty and 
Parliament for all the business of the Army Council. 

All business, other than business which the Secretary of State specially 
reserves to himself, is to be transacted in the following principal 
divisions :— ‘ 

(a) The Chief of the Imperial General Staff, the Adjutant- 
General, the Quartermaster-General, the Master-General of the Ord 
nance, and the Deputy Chief of the Imperial General Staff, shall be 
responsible.to the Secretary of State for the administration of so 
much of the business relatang to the organization, disposition, per 
sonnel, armament, and maintenance of the Aimy as shall be assigned 
them, or each of them, from time to’time by the Secretary of 

tate. 

(6) The Permanent British Military Representative, British 
Section, Supreme War Council of the Allied Governments, shali be 
responsible to the Secretary of State for the performance of such 
duties as may, from time to time, be assigned to him by the Secre- 

of State. 

(c) The Civil Member of the Army Council shall be responsible to 

Secretary of State for the administration of business affecting 
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the Territorial Force Associations, the Volunteer Force, and War 
Department lands, and for so much of the other business of the 
Army Council as may be assigned to him, from time to time, by 
ghe Secretary of State. : 

* (d) The Finance Member of the Army Council shall be responsible 
to the Secretary of State for the finance of the Army, and for so 
much of the other business of the Army Council as may be assigned 
to him, from time to time, by the Secretary of State. 

(e) ‘he Director-General of Movefnents and Railways shall be 
responsible to the Secretary of State for so much of the business 
relating to the transport by rail or inland waterways at home or 
abroad of the personnel and materiel of the Army as may be assigned 
to him, from time to time, by the Secretary of State. x 

(f) The Surveyor-General of Supply shall be responsible to the 
Secretary of State for so much of the business relating to the com- 
mercial administration of Army Supplies as is not under the control 
of the Ministry of Munitions, and as may be assigned to him, from 
time to time, by the Secretary of State. 

2. The Secretary of the War Office will act as Secretary of the Army 
Council, and will be charged with the interior economy of the War 
Office, and the preparation of all official communications of the Council, 
and with such other duties as the Secretary of State may, from time to 
time, assign to him. 

3. During the period of the War the Military Members of the Army 
Council shall have precedence amongst themselves according to their 
Army Seniority. 

4. This Order in Council shall be substituted for the Order in Council 
dated the 20th day of April, 1917. 

27th February. {Gazette, lst March. 


LIMITATION ON COURTS (EMERGENCY POWERS) ACT, 1914. 


Whereas under sub-section (4) of section 2 of the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act, 1914, His Majesty has power, by Order in Council, to 
provide, amongst other things, that that Act shall have effect subject to 
such limitations as may be contained in the Order: 

And whereas by an Order in Council, dated 17th day of September, 
1914, it was ordered that that Act should have effect subject to the 
limitation therein set out: 

And whereas it is desirable that the said Act shall have effect subject 
to the further limitation hereinafter set out: 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advicé o 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, shall have effect subject 
to the following limitation, that is to say, that sub-section (1) of section 1 
thereof shal] not apply to any right or power conferred by Statute upon 
any Dock, Port, Warehouse, Wharf, or Harbour Authority, or upon 
any Railway or Canal Company, Warehouseman, or Wharfinger, to 
enioree by sale a lien or charge upon or claim in respect of goods in 
their or his custody unléss the owner of or a person interested in the 
goods serves on the Authority, Company, Warehouseman, or Wharf- 
inger, within five days after notice has been given that it is intended 
to sell such goods, notice in writing that he objects to such sale thereof 
without an Order of the Court on the ground that he is unable to make 
any payment secured by such lien charge or claim by reason of circum- 
stances attributablé directly or indirectly to the present War ; provided 
that when the goods are articles of food or of a perishable nature the 
said sub-section shall not apply to such right or power as aforesaid 
whether a notice of objection has been given or not. 

2. Where the Statute which confers such right or power as aforesaid 
provides for notice to be given before a sale of the goods takes place such 
notice shall be sufficiently given for the purpose of this Order if given 
in accordance with the requirements of the Statute, and in the case of 
goods which are not articles of food or of a perishable nature ten days 
at least before the sale. In other cases such Authority, Company, 
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Warehouseman, or Wharfinger, shall in the case of goods which are 
not articles of food or of a perishable nature ten days at least before the 
sale give notice of their or his intention to sell the goods in their or his 
possession by advertisement in two Local Newspapers circulating in the 
neighbourhood, or in one Daily Newspaper published ‘in London and in 
one Local Newspaper, and also, if the name of the owner of the goods 
has been stated in any of the documents which have come into the 
possession of the Authority, Company; Warehouseman, or Wharfinger, 
or is otherwise known to them or him, send notice of the intended sale 
to such owner by post to his last known address. Such advertisement 
need not set out a list of the goods to be sold, but shall state the dates 
between which such goods came into the possession of the Authority, 
Company, Warehouseman, or Wharfinger. 

a This Order may be cited as the Courts (Emergency Powers) Order, 


4th March. (Gazette, 8th March. 


Army Council Orders, 
THE OFFICERS’ BADGES ORDER, 1918. 


The Army Council hereby order as follows :— 

1. No person shall manufacture or cause to be manufactured any 
Bronze Metal Cap or Collar Badges for Officers’ Service Dress other- 
wise than in such manner as to conform to the War Office Sealed 
Patterns in the case of each Badge respectively. 

2. No person shall sell any Badges of the description aforesaid, having 
been wholly or partly manufactured by the vendor, at any pfice other 
than 2s. per Badge, provided that upon any such sale as aforesaid the 
vendor shall allow to the purchaser a discount of 20 per cent., aad of 
24 per cent. for cash within thirty days if the Badges are purchased 
for the purpose of re-sale by the purchaser. 

5. No person shall sell any Badges of the description aforesaid, not 
having been manufactured by the vendor, at any price other than 2s. 
per Badge, provided that upon any such sale as aforesaid the vendor 
shall allow to the purchaser a discount of 10 per cent., and of 24 per 
cent. for cash withm thirty days if the Badges are purchased for the 

pose of re-sale by the purchaser. 

4. Nothing in Olauses 1, 2 or 3 hereof shall be deemed to refer to any 
Badge whereof any part is in gilt or silver, or to any Badges required 
for any unit of His Majesty’s Indian Army or Oversea Oontingents. 

5. No person shail sell any Badge of the description indicated in 
Clause 4 hereof for the use of the purchaser at a price exceeding the 
cost thereof to the vendor iby more than 25 per~cent. 

6. No person shall sell amy Badges of the description aforesaid for 
use by the purchaser unless the purchaser is duly authorized to wear 
the said Badges. 

7. Penalty.) ‘ 

8. This Order may be cited as the Officers’ Badges Order, 1918. 

lst March. [Gazette, 8th March. 


THE SALE OF WOOL (UNITED KINGDOM) ORDER, 1918. 


The Army Council hereby order as follows: 

1. No-person shall sell any raw wool grown or tobe grown on sheep 
in Great Britain, Ireland, or the Isle of Man during the season of 
1918, except gathered wool or unwashed daggings or clarts, otherwise 
than to persons authorized by or on behalf of the Director of Raw 
Materials. 

2. No person shall make delivery of or payment for any wool of the 
description aforesaid otherwise than in accordance with the provisions 
of this Order, whether in pursuance of any contract entered into prior 
to the date hereof or otherwise. 

3. All persons having in their custody or control any stocks of wool 
of the description aforesaid are hereby required to sell such wool to 
any person authorized by or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials 
as may ‘be required by him or on his behalf, and to make delivery to 
such persons in such quantities and at such times and places as may be 
oualel by him or on his behalf. 

4. All persons having in their custody or control any stocks of wool 
of the description aforesaid are herdby required to furnish such par- 
ticulars thereof as may be required by or on behalf of .the Director 
of Raw Materials. . 

5. No person carrying on the business of a manufacturer of Woollen, 
Worsted or Hosiery goods in any textile factory or workshop in Great 
Britain, Ireland, or the Isle of Man shall, without a permit issued by or 
on behalf.of the Director of Raw Materials, spin, p a ary reel or weave 
for the use of the grower thereof any wool grown or to be grown on 
sh in Great Britain, Ireland, or the Isle of Mam during the season 
of 1918, excepting gathered wool. 

4. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials, make or take delivery of any wool whatso 
ever grown or to be grown on sheep in Ireland during the season ol 
1918 he shipment from Ireland. <a 

7. No person shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the 
Director of Raw Materials, buy, sell or deal in daggings or clarts 
grown or to be grown on sheep in Great Britain, Ireland, and the Isle 
of Man during the season of 1918. 

8. Notice is hereby given, that it is the intention of the Army Council 
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from dag- 
dings or clarts wn or to be grown © in Great Britain, Ireland, 
and the Isle of Man during the oman a 1918. , 

9. No person shall mix gr wind in any fleece woql grown or to be 
grown on sheep in Great Britain, Ireland, or the Isle of Man during 
the season of 1918 any brokes or fallen wool, locks, daggings, or other 
matter whatsoever, or wind or cause to be wound the said wool other- 
wise than in separate fleeces and tied with wool bands or glazed string 
supplied by persons authorized to purchase or collect wool by or on 
behalf\of the Director of Raw Materials. 

10.-Nothing in this Order shall be deemed to apply to Slietland Wool. 

ll. For the purpose of this Order :— 

The expression ‘‘ Fleece Wool ’’ shall mean the fleece removed 
entirely by shearing or clipping of sheep or lambs. 

The expression (~Daggings’’ or ‘“ Umwashed Daggins’’ or 
“Olarts ” shall mean the wool naturally clotted with dung or earth. 

The expression “ Locks”’ shall mean any wool except daggings 
which may have become detached from the fleece at the time of 
shearing or thereafter. ' 

The expression “ Washed or Willeyed Locks’’ shall mean dag- 
ings as hereinbefore defined, wherefrom the dung or earth has 
een extracted by washing or any other process. 

The expression “ Brokes’’ shall mean short wool obtained from 
the edges of the fleece in clipping. 

The expression “Fallen Wool’ shall mean wool removed from 
the skins of sheep or lambs which have died a natural death. 

The expression “ Gathered Wool ”’ shall mean wool left by living 
sheep on hedges or other places. 

12, This Order may be gited as the Sale of Wool (United Kingdom) 
Order, 1918. 

5th March. 


THE DOMESTIC SHEEPSKINS ORDER, 1918. 

The Army Council do hereby order that all persons engaged in the 
purchase, sale, or manufacture_of Sheep and Lamb Skins, taken from 
Sheep or Lambs killed in Great Britain, including Slink Lambs and 
Morts, or any article wholly or partly manufactured therefrom, shall 
comply with the following regulations :— 

(1) Save as hereinafter specifically excepted, no fellmonger shall, 
without a permit issued_by or on behalf oMthe Director of Raw Materials, 
hold any skins of the descriptions aforesaid (other than those from 
Slink Lambs) for a period exceeding three weeks after the*receipt by 
him of the woolled skins; but all fellmongers shall deliver such skins 
as aforesaid, duly fellmongered, to a tanner or dresser, within the said 
period. ‘ 

Provided. that no person shall, after the fifteenth day of March, 1918, 
without a permit issued by or on behalf of ‘the Director of Raw- 
Materials, fellmonger, sell, or deliver any Shearling Skins taken from 
Cross-bred or Down Skins which would, when fellmongered, produce an 
extra Pelt; but shall salt them immediately on receipt thereof, and 
keep them for inspection by a persomw authorized by the Director of 
Raw Materials. Such skins shall be re-salted within séven days of the 
receipt thereof, and if they have not beem inspected within fourteen 
days of such receipt, application shall be made to the Director of Raw 
Materials for permission to fellmonger them. 

(2) All Fellmongers and/or Tanners shall grade all ‘Pelts of the 
descriptions aforesaid on the same principles and according to the same 
standards of assortment as those generally prevailing in the trade 
prior to the ninth day of Aged 1917, and no Fellmonger shall, without 
& permit issued by or on ‘behalf of the Director of Raw Materials, 
deliver any Pelts of the descriptions aforesaid otherwise than to such 
persons as he supplied therewith prior to the first day of January, 1916, 
and in such proportions as the said supply was delivered. 


The classification shall be as follows :— 
(a) Sheep Pelts: 
1. English; Extras, Firsts, Seconds, Thirds. 
2. Scotch: Primes, Light Primes, Secofids. 
(b) Lamb Pelts : 
English: Supers, Firsts, Seconds. 
2. Scotch: Primes, Seconds. . 
All Sheep and Lamb Pelts in Fellmbngers’ and/or Tanners’ yards to be 
subject to classification by the Department’s Inspectors and the deter- 
mination of the Director of Raw Materials as to classification to be final. 

(3) No Tanner or Dresser of Sheepskins of the descriptions aforesaid 
shall, without a permit issued by or on behalf of the Director of Raw 
Materials, tan or dress any such Skins, Pelts, or Basils otherwise than 
for the production of leather for the purposes of a Government contract 
or order or for such other purposes as may be approved by or on behalf 
of the Director of Raw Materials. 

(4) No Splitter, Tanner or Dresser shall, without a, permit issued by 
or on behalf of the Director of Raw Materials, sell’ any Pelts of the 
description aforesaid in the salted, limed or pickled state. 

(5) The Order made by the Army Council under the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations relating to Pelts of the descriptions aforesaid, an 
dated the thirtieth day of June, 1917, is hereby cancelled. 

(6) This Order may be cited as the Domestic Sheepskins Order, 1918. 

6th March. (Gazette, 8th March. 


[Gazette, 8th March. 


(SHIPMENT FROM IRELAND) ORDER, 


AMENDMENT. 
Whereas by the Flax Yarns (Shipment from Ireland) Order, 1918 
{ante, p. 312], the Army Council regulated upon certain conditions the 
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delivery for shipment from Ireland of any Line er Tow Yarns produced 
wholly or partly from Flex : 
And whereas it is expedient that the said Order should be amended : 
Now, therefore, the Army Council, etc., hereby order that the said 
Order shall be amended as follows :— : 








r other = 

1 other- % 1. In Clause 1, the words “To or’’ shall be inserted after the word 

1 string » “shipment.” 

y or on 4 2. In-Clause 2, the words “To or’’ shall be inserted after the word 
@ @©=Es “‘ shipment.” 

1 Wool. ; Se 7th March. (Gazette, 12th March. 

: Lemay 

emoved < 

- s Board of Trade Orders, 

ae * THE PAPER RESTRICTION ORDER, 1918. 


r earth. f The Board of Trade, deeming it expedient to make a further exercise 


ss of the powers conferred upon them by Regulations 2r and 2s3 of the 
a » Defence of the Realm Regulations as respects paper, hereby order as 


j r follows :-— 
rr i 3 1, All importers and manufacturers of and dealers in wrapping and 
- <= packing paper, strawboard, millboard, wood pulp~ board, cardboard, 
teboard boxes and cartons made of paper, or of any of the materials 


i from aforesaid, shall, if required, supply during the year ending 28th Feb- 

: ho ; ruary, 1919, to those persons to whom they supplied any such goods 

: during the year ending 28th February, 1918, two-thirds of the weight of 

livin , such goods as they supplied to them during the previous twelve months. 
—s 2. All importers and manufacturers of and dealers in any description 

dom) of paper other than those mentioned in paragraph 1 and in paper making 

6 materials shall, if requiredysupply during the year ending 28th Feb- 

—_ ruary, 1919, to those persons to whom they supplied during the year 

; ending 28th February, 1918, any description of paper, other than as 
— . aforesaid, or any product or products of paper making material, whether 

: _ . such material was imported into or produced in the United Kingdom, 

in the one-half of the weight of paper, or of the product or products of such 

| from } materials as they supplied to them during the previous 12 months. 

s and 3. Where during the year ending 28th February, 1918, a person was 
shall by reason of a priority certificate or certificates supplied with a greater 
, E amount of the goods mentioned in patagraphs 1 and 2 of this Order than 

shall, he would otherwise have ‘been entitled to obtain under the regulations 

enials, issued by the Royal Commission on Paper and then in force, such greater 
irom a amount shall be excluded in calculating the amount which he is entitled 
pt by to demand under the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Order. 
~~ , = 4, Where a person requires to be supplied with any of the goods 
> anid - referred to in paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Order he shall give reasonable 
1918 - notice of his requirements to the importer, manufacturers or dealer from 
Rel * whom he is entitled to claim supplies. Such notice shall refer to his 
map | requirements during each four monthly period ending Sth June and 
bees 3 3th October, 1918, antl 28th February, 189. In default of such notice 
a5 = . | yhe shall not be entitled to receive such supplies. Any question as to 
— the sufficiency or reasonableness of such notice shall be determined by 
the the Royal Commission on Paper. Such notice shall not, unless by con- 
steel sent. be withdrawn. _ 
Raw 5. If any question arises between a person who is bouffd to give and 
9: a person who is entitled to receive supplies under paragraphs 1 and 2 
the : of this Order as to the price at which the. goods are to be supplied, such 
anil x nae: shall in default of agreement be determined by the Royal 
rade mmission on Paper, whose decision shall be final. _ i : 
hout ? 6. If by reason of fulfilling orders in respect of which priority certifi- 
rere) § cates have been issued under the Paper Restxiction Order No, 5, 1917, 
such any person is unable to supply all other persons who are entitled to 
1916 1 require supplies from him with their requirements in full, he shall divide 
‘ % the balance of his stock or output remaining, after the fulfilment of 
p orders in respect of which priority certificates have been granted, pro 
rata among such other persons, unless the Royal Commission on Paper 
otherwise direct. 

7. If in the opinion of the Royal Commission on Paper the fulfilment 
of ‘any requirement made under paragraphs 1 or 2 of this Order is impos- 
sible or unfteasonable, having regard to any restrictions in force or to 

F circumstances arising out of the present war, or to any other sufficient 
reason, they may in writing excuse the fulfilment of any such require- 
» be -- ment or any part thereof. 
ter- : 8. All persons shall obey the instructions of the Royal Commission on 
al. 5 Paper relating to the manufacture, purchase, sale (including the fixing 
said of maximum prices), distribution, supply, transport or storage of paper, 
taw and all articles mentioned in paragraphs 1 and 2 hereof. 
han 3 _9. Infwingements of this Order are summary offences under the Defence 
ract of the Realm Regulations. 
palf 10. This Order may be cited as the Paper Restriction Order, 1918. 
27th February. { Gazette, 1st. March. 
rv : —_—_—_— 
he 
= THE CONTROLLER OF PAPER ORDER, 1918. 
the : Whereas: His Majesty was pleased by His Royal Warrant dated 4th 
and day of June, 1917, to establish a Commission called the Royal Commis” 
sion on Paper, and was thereby pleased to assign certain duties to the 
. % said Royal Commission respecting paper and paper-making materials : 
.. And whereas His Majesty was pleased by His Roya] Warrant dated 
8th day of March, 1918, to dissolve the said Royal Commission : 
) 3 And whereas the Board of Trade have, in exercise of the powers con- 
9 ' ferred upon them by Regulations 2F to 233, made certain Orders as 
respects paper and paper-making materials, and rticularly Orders 
918 _ known as the Paper Restriction Order Ne. 5, 1917, the Paper Restriction 
the _ (Posters and Circulars) Order, 1918, and’the Paper Restriction Order, 


1918, which said Orders contain references to the said Royal Commission 
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and give authority to the said Commission to exercise certain powers and 
duties on behalf of the Board of Trade as respects paper : 

And whereas the Board of Trade have on the dissolution of the said 
Royal Commission appointed an officer to, be called the Controller of 
Paper, and have assigned to him certain duties respecting paper and 
paper-making materials : : 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred upon them by Regulations 2r to 23s of the Defence of the Realm 
Regulations, hereby order as follows :— 

1. The words ‘‘ The Controller of Paper’’ shall be substituted for the 
words ‘‘The Royal Commission on Paper ’’ wherever they occur in any 
of the above recited Orders or in any other Orders made by the Board 
of Trade. P 

2. The Controller of Paper for the time being may exercise all the 
powers heretofore conferred by the Board of Trade on the Royal (om- 
mission on Paper. 

3. Where any Order respecting paper or paper-making materials here- 
tofore made gives power to the Board of Trade to grant licences dis- 
pensing with any of the provisions of such Order such licence may be 
granted on behalf of the Board of Trade by the Contraller of Paper, 
unless the Board otherwise direct. 

4. This Order may be cited as The Controller of Paper Order, 1918. 


9th March, 
(Gazette, 12th March. 


Mr. H. A. Vernet has been appointed Controller. 

The Paper Controller will for the present occupy the offices hitherto 
used by the Paper Commission at Central- House, Kingsway, London, 
W.C. 2, but as from 18th March he will occupy premises at 23, Buck- 
ingham-gate, London, S.W. 1. 


Ministry of Munitions Order. 
PROTECTION OF MUNITION WORKERS FROM EJECTMENT. 
The Minister of Munitions, being of opinion that, as respects the area 
specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, in which the work of manu- 
facturing, producing, repairing, storing, or transporting war material is 
being carried on, the. ejectment from their dwellings of workmen 
employed in that work is calculated to impede, delay or restrict that 
work, in pursuance of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence 
of the Realm Regulations, hereby orders and declares that the area 
specified in the Schedule annexed hereto is a Special Area for the purpose 
of sub-section 2 of Regulation 2 of the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions. 
. ScHEDULE. 

The Urban District of Erith and the Urban and Rural Districts of 

Dartford, all in the county of Kent. 


5th March. (Gazette, 8th March. 


[Order as above.] 
ScHEDULE. 


The County Borough of Birkenhead. : 
8th Match. (Gazette, 12th March. 


Reg. 2a (2) protects munition workers from ejectment (61 Soxicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, p. 780). 


Food Orders. 
THE CATTLE FEED#NG STUFFS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 
1918. 


In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that except 
tinder the authority of the Food Controller the following regulations 
shall be observed by all persons concerned. 

Part I.—Maxtmum PRICEs. ; , 

1. Maximum Prices for Cattle Feeding Stuffs.}—Subject as herein- 
after provided ;— 
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(a) No cattle feeding stuffs of any of the varieties specified in 

the Schedule to this Order shall after the date: when this Order 

comes into force be sold at a price exceeding the maximum 
price applicable thereto according to sith Schedule or such other 
maximum price as may from time to time be prescribed by the 
Food Controller. 

(6) No meal produced by grinding a-cake of a variety specified 
in the Schedule to this Order shall after the date when this- Order 
comes into force be sold at a price exceeding the maximum price 
applicable to such cake according. to such Schedule, by ‘more than 
15s. per ton, or such other sum as may, either generally or in any 
particular case or class of cases, from time to time be prescribed 
by the Food Controller. 

(c) No specially prepared calf meal, pig meal, or lamb food 
or other specially prepared food for cattle not being of a variety 
specified in the Schedule to this Order shall after the date when 
this Order comes into force, be sold at a price exceeding by more 
than 30s, per ton, or such other amount as may from time to time 
be prescribed by the Food Controller, the total of the cost to the 
maker of the ingredients used as delivered at his factory and. of 
the cost of manufacture. 

2. Dealer's Commission,}—On a sale in the hereinafter men- 
tioned of any cattle feeding stuffs, for which a maximum price is 
prescribed by this Order, a rebate shall be allowed to the buyer off the 
permitted maximum price of the following amounts. 

(i) In the case of a sale to a licensed wholesale dealer a rebate 
of 7s. 6d. per ton, 

(ii) In the case of a sale to a licensed distributing dealer or to 
a maker buying for the purpose of making any compound cake or 
compound meal of a variety specified in the Schedule to This Order 
a rebate of 5s. per ton. 

(iii) In the case of a sale to a person, whé is both a licensed 
wholesale dealer and a licensed distributing dealer, a rebate of 
7s. 6d. per ton if such person shall declare he is buying as a 
wholesale dealer, and otherwise a rebate of 5s. per ton, but if on 
any sale he shall declare that he is buying as a wholesale dealer 
he shall not (unless he shall have refunded to his seller a sum at 
the rate of 2s. 6d. per ton) sell the cattle feeding stuffs bought 
on such sale otherwise than to a licensed distributing dealer. 

3. Small Sales.}—Where the quantity of cattle feeding stuffs of any 
of the following five classes, that is to say (i) Cakes and meals, (ii) 
Millers’ Offals, (iii) Brewers’ Grains, (iv) Distillers’ Grains, and (v) 
Malt Culms and Kiln Dust sold by any one seller at any one time to 
one buyer is less than 2 tons of that class, the following sums may be 
added to the maximum prices prescribed by this Order, for the cattle 
feeding stuffs_of such class, that is to say :— 

{i) Where such quantity is more than 5 cwt. but less than 2 tons 
and the cattle feeding stuffs are delivered ex store, other than a 

import store, a sum at the rate of 5s. 


cases 


maker's store or a first 


per ton. . : 
(ii) Where such quantity is not more than 5 ewt. and is either 


not less than 1 cwt. or is less than 1 cwt., but the bulk is not 
broken, a sum at the rate of 1s, 6d. per cwt. 
(iii) Where such quantity is less than 1 ewt. and the bulk is 
broken a sum at the rate of 4d. per lb. 
4. Kibbling.}—Where cake is kibbled before being sold a sum at 
the rate of 5s. per ton, or at such other rate as may either generally 


or in any particular case or class of cases be prescribed by the Food 
Controller, may be added to the maximum price prescribed by this | 
Order for such cake 

5. Transport, Charges. ] 
Order are fixed on the basis that all transport charges after sale by 
the first importer in the United Kingdom or by the maker are for the 


(a) The maximum prices prescribed by this 


] 


account of the ultimate buyer, and accordingly there may be added to 


the maximum price all transport charges after sale by such importer | 


ex quay, free on rail or ex importer’s warehouse in the case of imported 
cattle feeding stuffs, and all transport charges after sale by the maker 
ex factory or mill in the case of cattle feeding stuffs made or produced 
in the British Islands. Provided that the transport charges so added 
shall be limited to any reasonable amounts actually and properly paid 


or payable, and any other reasonable sums representing transport, costs 


properly incurred, not exceeding the customary charges. 


Provided also that in the case of a sale of millers’ offals of a quantity | 


less than 1 cwt. and where bulk is broken; if the sum permitted by 
paragraph (iii) of clause 3 of this Order is added to the maximum price, 


that sum shall be deemed to cover costs of transport and no transport | 
charges shalt-be added under this sub-clause to the maximum price | 


payable on such sale. 
(6) In the case of compound cakes and compound meals manufactured 


in Scotland or- Ireland, there may be added to the permitted maximum 
price (in addition. to the transport charges allowed by paragraph (a) 


of this clause) a charge on account of the transport of the raw materials | 


from any Port in England or Wales to the mill, of such amount (if any) 
as may be allowed by the Food Controller, 

(c) Any amounts added -in-respect of transport charges shall be 
shewn as separate items on the invoice relating to the sale 

6. Sacks and Bags.) 

7. Credit.\—(a) In the case of any cattle feeding stuffs, other than 
flour millers’ offals, the maximum prices prescribed by this Order are 


on the basis of net cash within fourteen days of date of delivery, ex | 
Where credit is given to a buyéf a reasonable | 


mill or store or on rail. 
extra charge may be made, provided that a discount for net cash within 





|in accordance with the Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs 





such fourteen days is quoted on the invoice and is such as to bring 
such net cash price within the maximum price so prescribed. 

(4) In the case of flour millers’ offals the maximum prices prescribed 
by this Order are on the basis of cash within one month from the date 
of transfer or earlier delivery.ex mill or store or on rail; and.a discount 
shall be allowed to the buyer (whether a wholesale dealer, a distributing 
dealer, or a consumer) off the price forthe offals at the rate of 4d. in 
the £ for payment within seven days from such date, and of 2d. in the 
£ for payment within twenty-one days from such date. Interest at a 
pag on rate may be charged in respect of any monies unpaid at the 
due date. 

8. Contracts.|}—(a) Where any contract made after the date of this 
Order, and subsisting on the date when this Order comes into force, 
for, the sale of any cattle feeding stuffs for which a maximum price 
is prescribed by this Order provides for the paymént of a price in excess 
of such maxfmum price the contract shall stand so far as concerns goods 
delivered before the coming into force of this Order, but shal! be 
avoided so far as concerns goods agreed to be sold above such maximum 
price which have not been so delivered. 

(4) Notlring in this Order shall affect any contract made on or before 
the date of this Order. 

9. Purchaser may rely on Vendor’s Statement.}—Where the maximum 
price at which cattle feeding stuffs may be sold by any person (not 
being the importer or maker) depends upon the amount of any sums 
paid or charged for transport or upon the cost of any ingredients or 
of the manufacture of any such cattle feeding stuffs or upon the per- 
centage of oils or albuminoids contained in such cattle feeding stuffs, 
such person shall be entitled to rely upon any written statement with 
reference to such amount or cost or percentage which may have been 
given’ to him by the person from whom he bought the cattle feeding 
stuffs unless he has reason to disbelieve the truth of such statement. 

10. Fictitious Transactions.|—No person shall sell or buy or offer to 
sell or buy any cattle feeding stuffs at a price exceeding the price 
applicable thereto under this Order, or in connection with the sale or 
disposition or proposed sale or disposition of any cattle feeding stuffs 
enter or Offer to enter into any fictitious or artificial transaction or make 
or demand any charges exceeding or other than those permitted by 
this Order. : 

Part Il.—MisceLLanzovs, 


11. Sales to be by weight.}—After the date whén this Order comes into 
force no cattle feeding stuffs, others than wet brewers’ and_ distillers’ 
grains, shall, except with the permission of the Food Controller, be sold 
otherwise than by weight. : 

12. Shipment to Channel Islands and Isle of Man.} 

13. Restrictions as to Linseed Cake.}—After the date when this Order 
comes into force no person shall sell Linseed Cake made in the United 
Kingdom and containing less than 8 per cent. of oil when determined 
(Methods of 
Analysis) Regulations, 1908, unless a maximum price shall have been 
prescribed therefor by the Food Controller. } 

14. Restriction on use of Seeds, &c.}—After the date when this Order 
comes into force no person shall, except under a licence granted by 
the Food Controller, make or produce any cake or meal as food for 
cattle with two or more varieties of oleaginous seeds, cereals, or other 
substances, other than a cake or meal of a variety specified in the 
Schedule to this Order, and no person shall sell any such cake or meal 
so made or produced as aforesaid until a maximum price for sech cake 
or meal has been fixed by the Food Controller. 

15. Restrictions as to Compound Cakes and Meals.}—After the date 


| when this Order comes into force, no person shall except under a licence 
| granted by the Food Controller use any cake or meal or millers’ offals 


of any of the varieties specified in the Schedule to this Order in the 
manufacture or production of any cake or meal except a meal produced 
by grinding one variety of cake. 

16. Restrictions on New Business.}—Except with the consent of the 
Food Coftroller no person shall after the date when this Order comes 
into force manufacture any calf meal, pig meal, lamb food, or other 
specially prepared food for cattle not being of a variety specified in the 


| Schedule to’ this Order which he did not manufacture in the ordinary 


course of business during the year 1917. 
17. Eexceptions:}—Nothing in this Order shall apply to :— 

(a) Any mixture to which the Horse and Poultry Mixtures Order, 
1917, applies. 

(b) A sale by any person, licensed in that behalf by the Royal 
Commission on Wheat Supplies, of cattle feeding stuffs imported by 
the Commission, or to the manufacture, production or sale by any 
such person of any cattle feeding stuffs made or produced ‘solely 
from any article imported by the Commission. 

18. Definitions.}—In this Order unless the context otherwise requires : 

“ Cattle Feeding Stuffs ’’ means any cakes, meals, millers’ offals, 
grains, culms, and kiln dust of the varieties specified in the Schedule 
to this Order, and all specially prepared calf meals, and lamb foods, 
and other specially prepared foods for cattle, but does not include 
any of such feeding stuffs as are suitable for and sold as human food. 

“ Cattle” includes bulls, cows, oxen, heifers, calves, sheep, goats 
and swine. 

“ Maker" means and includes any seed crusher, compound cake 
maker, miller, brewer, distiller, or other person manufacturing or 
producing cattte feeding stufs. 

“ Licensed wholesale dealer’? means a person (other than an 
importer or maker) licensed undet the Cattle Feeding Stuffs 
(Licensing) Order, 1918, to sell cattle feeding stuffs by. wholesale, 
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“Licensed distributing dealer *‘ means a person licensed under 
the Cattle a, (Licensing) Order, 1918, to sell cattle 
feeding stuffs as‘a distributing dealer. 

“Port Committee’ and “ Provincial Committee’’ respectively 
mean a Port Feeding Stuffs Committee and a Provincial Feeding 
Stuffs Committee constituted by the Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Com- 
mittees) Order, 1917: 

19. Penalty.) 

20. Commencement and Repeal.}—(i), Part I. of this Order so far as 
it relates to cattle feeding stuffs of any»of the varieties specified in the 
schedule to the Cattle Feeding Cake and Meal and Millers’ Offals (Maxi- 
mum Prices) Order, 1917, and clauses 11 and 12 of this Order, shall come 
into force on the 9th February, 1918. 

(ii) Part I. of this Order ‘so far as it relates to any other cattle 
feeding stuffs and clauses 13, 14, 15 and 16 of this Order shall come into 
force on the 20th February, 1918. 

(iii) The Cattle Feeding Cake and Meal and Millers’ Offals (Maximum 


Prices) Order, 1917, is hereby revoked as from the 9th February, 1918, 


but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any previous 
infringement thereof. 

21. Transitory Provisions.}—In construing the provisions of this Order 
pone the period between the date when this Order comes into force 
and the 24th February, 1918, “a licensed wholesale dealer” shall mean 
a person who has made application under and in accordance with the 
Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Licensing) Order, 1918, for a licence authorizing 
him to sell cattle feeding stuffs by wholesale as a wholesale dealer, and 
“a licensed distributing dealer ’’ means a person who has made applica- 
tion as aforesaid for a licence authorizing him to sell cattle feeding 
stuffs as a distributing dealer. 

22. Ireland.}—In the application of this Order to sales taking place 
in Ireland and to sales by persons in Great Britain to persons in , 5 oe 
the following provisions shall have effect :— 

The expression “licensed wholesale dealer’’ shall mean (i) a 
person who in the ordinary course of his trade is accu3tomed to buy 
cattle feeding stuffs from an importer or maker-and to sell the cattle 
feeding stuffs so bought to a person buying for resale, and (ii) such 
other person as the Food Control Committee appointed for Ireland 
by the Food Controller shall determine to be a licensed wholesale 
dealer forthe purpose of this Order. 

The expressign ‘‘ licensed distributing dealer ’’ shall mean (i) a 
person who in the ordinary course of his trade is accustomed either 
to buy cattle feeding stuffs from an importer or maker and to sell 
the same to any person, other than a person buying for resale, or 
to buy cattle feeding stuffs from a person who is a licensed wholesale 
dealer as above defined, and (ii) such other person as the said Food 
Control Committee shall determine to be a licensed distributing 
dealer for the purposes of this Order. 

23. Title.|—This Order may be cited as the Cattle Feeding Stuffs 
{Maximum Prices) Order, 1918. . 

7th February. : 


’ [ScHepvLe or Maximum Prices.) 





THE OATS PRODUCTS (RETAIL PRICES) ORDER, 1918. 

In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that except under 
the authority of the Food Controller, the following regulations shall be 
observed by all persons concerned :— 

1. Maximum prices for Oat Flour, Oatmeal, &c.}—No person shall on 
or after the 2lst February, 1918, sell or offer or expose for sale or buy 
or offer to buy by retail any Oat Flour, Oatmeal, Rolled Oats, Flaked 


~ Oats, or other like products of Oats atvprices exceeding the maximum 


prices applicable thereto according to the following table :— 





~ Oatmeal, Rolled Oats, 














Oat Flour. Flaked Oats or other 
like products of Oats. 
Rate per Ib. | Rate per Ib. 
Place of Sale. | Forevery | forany Forevery| for any 
| 7 lbs. in- |quantitv less 7 lhe. in. |quantitvless 
| eluded in | than7 lbs. cluded in | than 7 lbs 
the sale. | included in the sale. | included in 
the sale. the sale. 
t s. d, d. a: d. 
Englandand Wales... 2 10 5 26 + 4 
| ‘ 
Scotland and Irelard:| 2 -6} q 2 34 4 





Provided that as respects sales taking place in any pa of Scotland 
other than the mainland, the Food Commissioner for that division in 





‘ which such sale takes place may authorise the addition of such sum as 


he thinks reasonable not exceeding a sum at the rate of 4d. per lb. 
2. Bags and packages, &c.}—-The maximum price shall include all 
charges for bags and other packages, and no additional charge shall be 
made therefor, No extra charge may be made for civing credit or for 
making delivery. 
3. Proprietary Brands.}—Except in such cases as the Food Controller 
may otherwise determine this Order shall apply to proprietary brands 


_ of the articlés mentioned, 





THINGS EVERY LAWYER 
OUGHT TO KNOW. 
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“One of the best-managed Insurance Companies 
in Great Britain,” says Impressions. 
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4. Meaning of Oat Flour.}—In this Order “Oat Flour” means only 
that Oat Flour as will pass through a silk or wire sieve having not less 
than 48 meshes to the inch. 

5. Fictitious transactions.}—No person shall in connection with the sale 
or disposal or proposed sale or disposal of any Oat Flour, Oatmeal, Rolled 
Oats, Flaked Oats or other like products of Oats, enter or offer to enter 
inte any fictitious or artificial transaction, or make or demand any 
unreasonable charge. . 

6. Infringement.) . 

7. Revocation.|—The Oats Products (Retail Prices) Order, 1917, as sub- 
sequently amended [anfe, pp. 124, 236] is hereby revoked, but without 
prejudice to any proceedings in respect of_any contravention thereof. 

8. This Order may be cited as the Oats Products (Retail Prices) 
Order, 1918. 

19th February. 





THE POTATOES (PROTECTION) ORDER, 1918. 

In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that except 
under the authority of the Food Controller the following regulations 
shall be observed by all persons- concerned :— 

1. Protection from frost, &c.] Every person who is the owner of 
potatoes or who has potatoes in his possession or under his control or 
under the control of his employees or servants shall at all times take 
or cause to be taken all reasonable precautions to protect such potatoes 
from frost, damp or other damage, whether such potatoes are growing 
or are in transit or are in store or otherwise. 

2. Consignment in open trucks.] In particular any person who con- 
signs potatoes for transport by railway in open trucks erther on nis Gwn 
behalf or on behalf of any other person during the months of December, 
January, February, March and April shall take or cause to be taken 
all necessary steps, whether by stra-ving the trucks into which such 
potatoes are.loaded or otherwise, to protect such potatoes from frost, 
damp or other damage. 

3. Penalty.) 

4. Title and Commencement.) (a) This Order may be cited as *he 
Potatoes (Rrotection) Order, 1918. 

(b) This Order shall come into force on the 25th February, 1918. 

2ist February. 
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Societies. 
‘Belgian Lawyers Relief Fund. 


Amount previously notified a det ai vee 
The following further donations are gratefully acknow- 


lr. 8. Curtis, Esq. (second donation) ... 

C. Albert Carter, Esq. (second donation) 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Eve bas ; 

G. W. Wesley, Esq. (third donation) ... 

The Rt. Hon. Lord Swinfen Eady ... 

Messrs. Adams & Adams (fourth donation) ... 

Coventry and District Law Society (Limited) 

Cuthbert Bainbridge, Esq., M.A., LL.M. 
donation) ... ste aaa mes ond ‘ 

W. F. Hamilton, Esq., K.C. (second donation) 

Claud Fraser, Esq. (second donation) ... eee 

Alfred Davenport, Esq. (second donation) 

A. E. Debenham, Esq. (second donation) 

The Hon. Sir A. F. Peterson (third donation) 

John Pybus, Esq. (second donation) ... 

C. J. Grimwade, Esq. (second donation) 

Messrs. King & Sharman (third donation) 

H. W. Cook, Esq. (fourth donation) ... . 

Arthur O'Connor, Esq., K.C. (second donation 

William Sharp, Esq. (fourth donation) ... ost 

Messrs. Borlase & Venning (second donation) 

Messrs. Jones & Middleton (third donation) ... 

R. G. Lawson, Esq. (third donation) ... 

M. W. Gosschalk, Esq. (second donation) 

H. G. Hawkes, Esq. (second donation) ... sod ‘ 

Messrs. King, Adams, Cotton, Waysey, & Macmin 
(second donation) an aa : _ 

A. R. Prideaux, Esq. (third donation) 

W. Yorke Groves, Esq. (third donation) 

Basil Leach, Esq. (second donation) ... . 

T. W. Thompson, Esq. (second donation) 

J. T. Cockshott, Esq. (third donation) . 

T. G. Baynes, Esq. (third donation) . 

Clarence E. Rutter, Esq. (third donation) . 

Will J. Read, Esq. (second donation) . 

Arthur Smith, Esq. (third donation) ... 

V. E. Leonard, Esq. (third donation) ... 

M. C. Preston, Esq. (third donation) .. 

R. B. Drewett, Esq. (second donation) ... 

John W. Bowker, Esq. (second donation) 

Percy J. Spalding, Esq. (fourth donation) ... 

Stephen S. Hyam, Esq. (third donation) 

Messrs. J. & L. Clark (third donation) ... de 

A. B. Brackenbury, Esq. (second donation) ... ~ 

The Rt. Hon. Lord Moulton, P.C., &c. (second 
donation) ie oda 7 ost 

John H. Jacob, Esq. os suk gee 

R. F. Richardson, Esq. (second donation) 

William Henry Quarrell, Esq. (second donation) 

J. M.. Shaw, Esq. (second donation) 

G. M. G. Mitchell, Esq (fourth donation) 

W. E. Tucker, Esq. (third donation) . 

Lee Hudson, Esq. (third donation) 

Dr. W. Hooper (second donation) 

John A. Simpson, Esq. (second donation) 

John M. Worthington, Esq. (third donation) 

C. H. Taylor, Esq. (second donation) ... 

J. Lyon Whittle, Esq. (second donation) , 

Herbert W. Davies, Esq. (second donation) . 
teo. F. Terry, Esq. (second donation) ... 

Messrs. Warren & Warren (second donation) 

W. P. David, Esq. (third donation) ... 

Charles Scott, Esq. (third donation) 

Alfred Docker, Esq. (second donation) 

G. H. Abrahams, Esq. (second donation) 

Edwin F. Jeffries, Esq. (third donation) 

A. F. W. Stephens, Esq. (third. donation) 

George Baron, Esq. (third donation) ... 

J. C. Parker, Esq. (second donation) ... : 

A. Percy Spencer, Esq. (fourth donation) ... 

A. Fraser Taylor, Esq. (second donation) 

A. C. Margetts, Esq. (third donation), ... 


(8¢ cond 


¥ 


Amount previously notified  ... 

The following further donations 
acknowledged : 

Members of the Council of the Law Society ... ts 

' The Society of Public Notaries of London (third 
donation) i. meh mt as . od 

T. \R. Hughes, Esq., K.C. (second donation) od 


are gratefully 
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The Hon. Mr. Justice Horace E. Avory ... 
William Morris, Esq. (second donation) 

A. Wightman, Esq. (second donation) 

The Right Hon, Earl Loreburn _... 

H. 8. P. Maitland, Esq. (second donation) 

Frank Marshall, Esq. (second donation) 

C. J. W. Farwell, Esq. (second donation) 

W. J. Humfreys, Esq. (second donation) 

Lewis Beard, Esq. (third donation ; 
Master W. H. Macnamara (third donation) ... 

Sir Albert Bosanquet, K.C. (third donation) 

Sir Walter 8. Prideaux (third donation) ... $33 
E. T. Adams Phillips, Esq., R.G.A. (third donation) 
Messrs. Bartlett & Gluckstein (fourth donation) ... 
J. Lister Godlee, Esq. (second donation) ... ta 
Sir George Askwith, K.C.B. (second donation) ... 
Sir Erle Richards, K.C. (second donation) : 
J. W. P. Jauralde, Esq. (second donation) 

John G. Wood, Esq. (second donation) 
Anonymous (second donation) ... see 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Neville 

N. G. Blaker, Esq. (third donation) ..., 

Sir Thomas Berridge (third donation) 

E. J. Bellord, Esq. (second donation) 

H. J. E. Price, Esq. (second donation) 

W. R. James, Esq. (second donation) 

J. A. Hamnett, Esq. (third donation) 

Alex. Fraser, Esq. (tiird donation) dos 

C. Mackintosh, Esq., LL.D. (second donation) 
Alfred Shaw, Esq. (second donation) » 

F. O. Robinson, Esq. (second donation) 

Dixon H. Davies, Esq. (second donation) ... 
Richard King, Esq. (third donation) = ise 
Charles L. Nordon, Fag. LL.B. (third donation) ... 
James Druitt, . (third donation) ast Sy 
R. F. Bayford, Esq. (second donation) 

Albert’ Gibson, Esq. (second donation) ... 

A. Eckersley Hope, Esq. pases donation) 

D. W. Jones, Esq. (second donation) ; 

A. H. Dymond, Esq. (third donation) 

J. B. Eastley, Esq. (third donation) 

F. G. Hindle, Esq. (third donation) pa 
Alban Neve, Esq. (second donatron) ad oe 
Messrs. Sorby, Hall & Richardson (second donation) 
H. P. Venn, Esq. (fourth donation) ... oa te 
Messrs. Blair & Seddon (third donation) 

H. W. Malkin, Esq. (third donation) 

Ernest Hicks, Esq. (third donation) 

Edmund Strode,  fisq. (second donation) 

Henry J. Birch, Esq. (second donation)- 

M? A. Bramston, Esq. (third donation)... 
Herbert Warren, Eeq., B.A. (third donation) 

R. D. Maddock, Esq. (second donation) 

Ernest C. Harrison, Esq. (second donation) 

J. P. M. George, Esq. (third donation) 

G. W. Mason, Esq. (third donation) 

Captain C. W.. Vincent (second donation) ... a 
2nd Lieut. G. E. Hinman, R.G.A. (second donation) 
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Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


At the forty-third annual general meeting of this society, held in the 
Sheffield, on Friday, 22nd 
February, 1918, the president (Mr. B. T. Burdekin) in the chair, the 
notice convenjng the meeting. and the committee’s report, as printed 
and circulated Lavine been taken as read, it was resolved :— . 

1. That the forty-third annual report presented by the committee 
be received, confirmed, and adopted, and that the accounts of Mr. 
Arthur Wightman, the hon. treasurer, for the past year, as audited 
by the society’s professional auditor, be approved and passed. 

2. That the cordial thawks and appreciation of the society be offered 
to Mr. B. T. Burdekin, the president, for the ability with which he 
has filled the office, and the consideration he has given to his duties 
during the past year. ” 

3. That the best thanks of the society be given ta Mr. Edward Bramley 
for his services as hon.’ secretary, and Mr. Arthur Wightman for his 
services as hon. treasurer, during the past year. ‘ 

4. That Mr. Wm. Fredk, Smith be elected the president of the society. 

5. That Mr. Arthur Neal be elected the vice-president. 

6. That Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected hon. treasurer, and Mr. 
Edward Bramley be re-elected hon. secretary of the society for the 
ensuing year. ; , : 

7. The committee was elected as-follows :—Messrs. A. P. Aizlewood 
(Rotherham), F. Allen (Doncaster), E. G. Bagshawe, Jonathan Barber. 
B. T. Burdekin, G. Denton, H. W. D. Fielding, J. W. Hattersley 
(Mexborough), A. E. Hall (Eckington), G. A. I. Huntsman, H. N. 
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Lucas, H. Reed, 8. Roberts, Jnr., J. P. Russell, H. B. Sandford, W. 
Tottle, P. K. Wake, J. B. Wheat, B. A. Wightman, G. A. Wilson, and 
Ernest Wilson. 


a following are extracts from the report of the committee for 
The War.—The committee regret to re@mrd the deaths on active 
service, since the last report, of the following members of their pro- 
fession :— . e 
Beeby, Wm. Sorby Mardon, 2/4th Batt. Y. & L. Regt., Captain. 
Fn eg Edward Predk. Montagu, lst Hertfordshire Regt., 2nd 
ieut» ; . 
Copley, Alfred Beresford, Machine Gun Corps, Capt. 
Dust, Frank Wm., M.C., Commanding 93rd Brigade Royal 
Artillery, Major. 
Gray, George Donald (Doncaster), Y. & L. Regt., Lieut. 
Po xg Stanley (Rotherham), 5th Batt. Y. & L. Regt. (T.), 
aptain. aes 
ichardson, John Watson, 2/4th {Hallamshire) Batt. Y. & L. 
Regt, Major. 
binson, John Henry (Worksop), 4th Somerset Light Infantry, 
attached 2/6th North Staffordshire Regt., 2nd Lieut. 
Simpson, Robert Arthur Abbs (Barnsley), Northumberland 
Fusiliers, Lieut. 
Skinner, Thos. Arnold, 9th K.O. Scottish Borderers, 2nd Lieut. 
Starkie, John Chas. Honourable Artillery Company, Private. 
Walker, John Wickham (Bawtry), 5th Batt. K.O.Y.L.I., Capt. 
Williams, Arthur Jones, 1/4th Batt. Welsh Regt., 2nd Lieut. 
Wright, Robert (Willingham), Lincolnhire Yeomanry, Major. 
Also of the following articled clerks:— _~ ¥, 
* Cooper, Frank (Wm. Irons; Sheffield), London Rifle Brigade, 
Private. 
Goodall, Marcus Herbert, Rotherham (J. H. Cockburn, Rother- 
ham), 5th Batt. Y. & L. Regt., 2nd Lieut. 
Swann, T. (Taylors, Bakewell), Sherwood Foresters, Captain. 

In Appendix ‘‘ AS’’ at the end of the report, will be found a list of 
the solicitors and articled clerks of Sheffield and district who are 
serving or have served in H.M. Forces, together with the -distinctions 
gained by them, so far as known to-the committee. The list is made 
as complete and accurate as’ possible, with the information at the com- 
mittee’s command, and if there are any errors or omissions, the com- 
mittee trust that those concerned will accept their expression of regret 
for the same. The committee have also had made out and put up in 
the library a list of the non-drticled clerks in the district who have 
joined the forces ; there are known to be well on for 300 of these. The 
members of the profession and their staffs have done very well in the 
way of recruiting for the Army; all but a comparatively few who have 
joined did so before compulsory service Was initiated, and those who 
did not had, in every or almost every case, good reasons for the delay. 
According to the information in the hands of the committee, which is 
approximately correct, at the outbreak of war there were 129 solicitors 
and 379 law clerks in the city alone; of these 36 solicitors and 165 clerks 
have joined the forces. There are now left only 14 solicitors and 37 
law clerks of military age, and only 17 of these, or 7 per cent. of all 
available, come within any fair category of military fitness; and a few 
of these are under orders to report for service early this year. Ufi- 
fortunately no less than 25 per cent. of the solicitors and articled 
clerks who joined have lost their lives in the defence of their country. 
The committee consider that this is a record which is not likely to have 
been surpassed, if it has indeed been equalled, by any other profession 
or trade in the city. - 

Membership.—The number of members now is 184. In addition to 
the deaths of members serving, referred to above, the committee regret 
to record the death of Sir Nathaniel Creswick, K.C.B., who was 
admitted in 1852, and the oldest member of the society; also of Mr. 
Harold Thomas, barrister-at-law, and Recorder of Kingston-upon-Hull, 
member of the library. 

Legal Education.—The Faculty of Lew preserves its continuity during 
the war, although the number of law students has naturally been small. 
In the past session there were five students, of whom one was a solicitor 
and the rest articled clerks. Three were reading for the degree of 
LL.B., and the other two for the intermediate examination of the 
Law Society. The whole prospectus had thus in effect to be carried out, 
and the Faculty had also to undertake the necessary lectures on Political 
Philosophy for the intermediate examination for the degree of LL.B. 
Instruction was further given in military law to the members of the 
Officers’ Training Corps. In the present session the number of students 
has increased to fourteen, consisting of the five abage mentioned and 
of nine attending the lectures on commercial law. On the occasion of 
the installation of Lord Crewe as the new Chancellor of the University 
on 15th February, 1918, the honorary degree of LL.D. will be con- 
ferred upon the Ambassadors of the four Great Allied Powers, including 
Mr. Page 6-4) and M. Paul Cambon (France) ; also on Lord Derby, 
the Earl of Scarborough and Colonel Stephenson. : e 

Provincial Membership on the Council of the Law Society.—Your 
committee weré not satisfied with the position which Yorkshire in general 
and Sheffield in particular occupied with regard to the right of repre- 
sentation on the Council of the Law Society. They took the view that 
a society of the ay epee of Sheffield, whose solicitors serve a popula- 
tion of something like one million, ought to be represented on the 
Council by having a member as of right. Your committee brought the 
question to the notice of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, but 
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are sorry to say that those societies would not accept the suggestion 
made by your committee—to appoint a sub-committee to go into the 
whole subject-of provincial representation, which is at present in a 
somewhat unsatisfactory state. Your committee subsequently asked the 
Law ‘Society to remodel their scheme for election of extraordinary 
members so as to allocate one to Sheffield. 

Appendix A contains a list of solicitors and articled clerks in the 
Sheffield district who have joined his Majesty’s forces. 


Law Association, 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held on the 7th inst., 
Mr. Nugent Chaplin in the chair. The other directors present were :— 
Mr. T. H. Gardiner and Master Spencer Whitehead (treasurers), Mr. 
A. E. Pridham, Mr. P. E. Marshall, Mr, W. P. Richardson, Mr. W. M. 
Woodhouse, and the secretary: The sum of £90 was granted for the 
relief of deserving applications; a new member was elected, and other 
general business transacted. \. ~ : 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The directors of this association held their monthly meeting at the 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, on the 13th inst., Mr. L. W. North 
Hickley in. the chair. The other directors present were :—Messrs. 
F. E. F, Barham, G. H. Bower, E. R. Cook, T. 8S. Curtis, A. Davenport, 
T. Dixon (Chelmsford), W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, J. R. B. Gregory, 
C. G. May, M. A. Tweedie, and W. M. Walters. £441 was = 
in cases of distress; fourteen new members were admitted, and other 
general business was transacted. 


The Union Society cf London. 


The fifteenth meeting of the society was held in. the Middle Temple 
Common Room on Wednesday, 13th March, 1918. The motion before 
the House was :—“‘ That this House welcomes any military intervention 
by Japan in the Eastern theatre of war.’’ Opener: Mr. F. D. Yeatman, 
Opposer: Mr. Stranger. The motion was carried. . 








Companies. 
Prudential Assurance Company (Limited). 


The annual general meeting of the shareholders of this company was 
held on Thursday, the 7th inst., at 142, Holborn Bars, under the presi- 
dency of Sir Thomas Dewey, Bt., the chairman of the company. 

The secretary (Sir G. E. May, K.B.E.) read the notice convening the 
meeting, and the auditors’ certificate. 

The chairman, who was received with cheers, said :—Ladies and 
gentlemen, the third year of the war has passed—indeed, we are now 
well advanced into the fourth—and, although victory has not yet been 
attained, we are all proud to feel that, as a nation, we are still more 
determined to spare no effort in order to attain such victory. During 
the past year this company has taken no inconsiderable part in matters 
relative to the war, both as regd@rds the shouldering of war burdens and 
affording active support to the Government in every possible way. 


INCREASED INCOME. 


The total income of the year was only a little short of 20 million 
pounds, the actual figure being £19,880,500, whieh is an increase of 
£1,179,366 over that. for the previous year. .Of this increase, £403,382 
is due to interest, and £754,371 to premiums. There has been an 
increase in the premiums credited in all three branches. In the General 
Branch the increase was £10,201, in the Ordinary Branch it was 
£265,035, and in the Industrial Branch it was £479,135. I must,-how- 
ever, point out that to some extent the increase in the Industrial Branch 
is due to the fact that our accounts are made up to the Monday in each 
week, and in 1917 there were fifty-three Mondays to take into account. 


Recorp INCREASE IN THE ORDINARY BRancw BUSINEsS. 


The new business in the Ordinary Branch shows a record increase. 
The new premium income—namely, £567,472—was much in excess of 
that for any previous year. Some considerable portion of this increase 
was due to our National War Bond policy, under which the policy- 
holder is enabled to purchase his War Bonds by instalments on very 
favourahle terms. During the year, our system of dealing with pre- 
posals on under-average lives has received careful consideration, and 
it has been decidéd to offer suitable terms to practically all proposers, 
however poor their physique or general state of health. Since June we 
have issued a number of policies to persons who would previously have 
been considered uninsurable, on terms mutually satisfactory both to the 
assured and ourselves. 

Craims AND OTHER PAYMENTS. 


On the other side of the account the claims paid exceed £9,2,000, 
and the total payments to our policy-holders exceed £9,700,000, gr more 
than £31,000 for each working day. The war claims for.the year have 





again been exceedingly heavy, and, as in previous years, have fallen 
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mainly on the Industrial Branch. The amount paid was £1,507,625 on| the company is bearing voluntarily heavy burdens outside of the con- 
y—burdens 


70,488 claims, of which 65,665 were in the Industrial Branch, represent- | tracts to which it is a part; 


which to a lange extent are being 


ing claims of £1,109,240, and 4,823 were in the Ordinary Branch, repre- | borne in the interests of the State—burdens exactly comparable with 


senting claims of £398,385. The total war claims paid up to the present | others witch the State has r. 


time amount to nearly £3,500,000. 
Tue Valuation : Surptus or THe ORDINARY BRANCH. 


Turning to the results of the valuation, the surplus of the Ordinary 
Branch amounts to £1,584,540, which is an increase of £166,300 over 
the figure for the previous year. For the years 1915 and 1916, you will 
remember that the directors did not distribute any surplus among the 
policy-holders and shareholders from this branch. During the two 
years, £1,000,000 was added to the investments reserve fund, and 
£1,500,000 was carried to a contingency fund. This contingency fund 
was set up for the purpose of safeguarding the rights of the hdlders 
of participating policies in the Ordinary Branch. ‘In order to prevent 
any hardship or inequity, an interim bonus of £1 per cent. was paid on 
those policies which became claims by death or maturity. The ques- 
tion which the directors have had to consider was whether thé position 
of the Ordinary Branch justified them in withholding a similar bonus 
from the other policy-holders. After taking all possible contingencies 
into account, the directors considered that they could with safety allo- 
cate a bonus at the same rate as the interim bonus—namely, £1 per 
cent. on the sums assured for éach year’s premium paid since the last 
declaration. 

SuRPLUs or THE INDUsTRIAL BRANcH. 


In the Industrial Branch the surplus disclosed by the valuation is 
£616,260, including the sum of £184,530 brought forward ; this compares 
with a surplus of £1,000,802 for 1916. Of this surplus £300,000 was 
transferred to the investments reserve fund, which now stands at 
£1,700,000, and £92,470 has been carried forward. It will thus be seen 
that in respect of the profits earned duving the year the position of the 
Industrial Branch is very different from that of the Ordinary Banch. 
The Industrial Branch has had to bear the strain of the war in a much 
greater degree than is the case in the Ordinary Branch. Apart from the 
question of depreciation, which is: common to both branches, the 
Industrial Branch has, as J have already stated, suffered more severely 
on account of war claims, and in addition has had to bear a considerable 
burden on account of the Courts (Emergency Powers) Act. 

The premiums on many of the policies under the Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Act have been unpaid for two or three years, and this accounts 
in part for the large increase in the amount of outstanding premiums 
shown in our balance-sheet. During 1918 alone we may expect that the 
upaid premiums under the Act will exceed £250,000—indeed, with any 
considerable alteration of the present conditions of employment, ‘this 
figure may be greatly exceeded. We have also to take into account 
the future, which includes the transition period at the close of the war, 
when our difficulties, if the Act is still im force, are likely to be greatly 
increased. In these circumstances we had no option but to retain the 
reserve of £350,000. 

“Tue Most Srrixinc Feature or THE BALANCE-SHEET.”’ 

As you may imagine, at the present time, our interest is principally 
directed to our own country, for the most striking feature of the 
balapce-sheet js the increase in our holding of Government securities of 
no less than £9,500,000 during the year, the net increase in our funds, 
after deducting the balance of the advance obtained from our bakers, 
being over £4,900,000. As I said in my speech last year, we have chosen 
the path of supporting Government loans with all ow available resources, 
and shall continue to do so as long as the necessities of the country 
demand it. To carry out this policy involved the obtaining of an 
advance from our bankers of £5,000,000, which at the end of the year 
had ibeen reduced to £3,487,500 and has by now been further reduced 
to under £3,000,000. It is necessary to go back over sixty years_in 
the history of the Prudential im order to find an dtem_in the balance- 
sheet representing a loan obtained by the company.. The present borrow- 
ing is one ‘we are glad to place on record, for it was effected in response 
to the request made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer that we should 
support War Loan by all“the means in our power. _ It was possible 
for ns to thave reduded the loan by a much greater sum, but we felt, 
whien ‘National Wat Bonds were issued, ‘that the tinterests of the hation 
demanded we should purchase these bonds rather than further reduce 
the loan. By the end of the year we had ans eee £1,000,000 
of; War Bounds, and since that date have continued to purchase them at 
the rate of over £70,000 per week: We confidently anticipate much 4 
larger weekly purchases in the near future. 

War Errects on tHe Compayy’s Prorit+EARnina Capaciry. 

The war has played sad havoc with our profit-earning capacity. In 
1913, the last pre-war year, the profit distributed represented about 
17 per cent. of our premjum income ; in round figures, 124 per cent. went 
0 the policy -holders_ and outdoor staff af the company, and the remain- 
ing 44 per cent. went to the shareholders. The war temporarily brought 
about the practical withdrawal of bonuses, and is responsible for the 
very large reduction which has taken place in the shareholders’ divi- 
dend. «Jn 1916 this. dividend had fallen from 44 per cent. to less than 
3 per cént. of the premium income, and for 1917, the year with which 
we are dealing to-day, your dividend is little more thdn 24 per cent. of 
that total. Muchas we regret that the profit-sharing scheme is for the 


ised as her own, and which are being 
borne partly or entirely by contmibutions from the public funds. 
Tre Company’s Speciat BURDENS THROUGH THE Wak. 


I have more than once made clear to you the udture of the special 
burdens which the company has been carrying throughout the war. Of 
two of these, the de iation in investments and the allowances to mem- 
bers of the staff on active service, all I need say ts that the first is re- 
cognised as unavoidable in a time of national crisis, and regarding the 
second, I am sure I can say on your behalf that there is no expenditure 
which needs less justification. I have previously explained to you the 
inequitable burden imposed us by the Courts (Emergency Powers) 
Act, and it is right that you should clearly understand that but for the 
burden which that Act imposes upon us and for the burden which the 
company has voluntarily undertaken in payment of war chaims, there 
would have been nothing to prevent the dictnibutio of a yearly bonus to 
the shareholders, the policy-holders, and the outdoor staff as large as, 
or even larger than, the bonus given in 1914. 

Peace Contracts oF Large ASSURANCE. 


I spoke of the voluntary undertaking by the company, for, as regards 
the great majority of our contracts, the risk of the engaging in 
hostilities as a combatant was specifically excluded. During August, 
1914, the Government were concerned as to the probable attitude of the 
industrial companies and societies in respect of their peace contracts of 
life assurance with those of the wage-earning c on active service, 
and the then, President of the Local Government Board was informed, 
in response to an ifiquiry, that the companies and societies were desirous 
of meeting such claims without deduction while their resources permitted 
them to do so. It was stated that the war claims im the South ‘African 
campaign, in which only one arm of the Service was Jargely engaged, 
cost the Prudential over £170,Q00, and it was pointed out that our loss 
in connection with the present war might easily approach or perhaps 
exceed £2,000,000. It was observed that this would inflict a serious loss 
on millions of other policyholders, and would be ivalent to enforcing 
a compulsory levy on the majoxity of our cliente for the benefit of the 
relatives of those engaged in active service at a risk for which no premium 
had been paid. It was clearly stated that any calamity on a large scale 
might render necessary an immediate reconsideration of the decision 
arrived at, and it was intimated that we should not feel justified in 
meeting this strain without free title to reconsideration. 


War CLAIMS AND THE CoMPANY. 


The view was expressed that the Government might not unreasonably 
be asked to consider the advantage of authorizing the full payment of 
war claims on the understanding that the Treasury would make good 
to the offices the ascertained extra strair wy fy eg the war. Our 
war claims up to date are no less than £3,456,220. The amourit of 
£2,000,000 contemplated in August, 1914, has therefore been lar ey 
exceeded, and while we were anxious to afford any and every help whic 
patriotism could euggest, especially during the period of voluntary enlist- 
ment, it was felt that the extreme limit of our capacity had been indi- 
cated in August, 1914, and that the burden muét fall on the broader 
shoulders of the State when, or even before, thig limit had been reached 
The right to undertake, voluntarily, additional risks, which could onl) 
be met by the sacrifice of other interésts, could be justified only if its 
exercise were kept ‘within reasonable bounds, and dt is certain that there 
could be, no right to jeopardize the stability of the compamy in any cir- 
cumstances whatever. Our war claims have been_met chiefly by the 
temporary suspension of our profit-sharing scheme. 

Tue Sra¥F AND THE CoMPANY. 


‘We are stil] continuing Ao ensure that no member of our staff serving 
with the colours shall be prejudicially affected, either in position or pay, 
through his enforced absence from our employ, and the thousands of 
letters we receive from our soldiers, sailors, and airmen testify to their 
appreciation of the generosity of the company. At the present time 
nearly 8,000 of our staff are actually serving, and I regret to say 470 
have made the great sacrifice. The amount paid: last year in respect of 
allowances to those serying is no.less than £472,400. Our Red Cross 
detachments, although reduced in nambers, still carry on their useful 
work, and remain an important unit of the London Ambulance Column. 

I beg to move “ That the report of the directors and accounts certified 
by the auditors be received and adopted, the statutory report of the 
auditors haying been previously read to the meeting.” 

The resolutions was-seconded by the Deputy- Chairman, Mr. W. Edgar 
Horne, M.Peané carried unanimously. 

SraTemMENT By Str “WILLIAM PLENDER. 


Sir William Plender, at the request. of the chairman, thensaddressed 
the meeting. He said :—Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I have +0 
often referred at previous general meetings toithe precautions and sale- 
guards which are exercised in controlling the scurities of the company, 
and the businesslike order in which they are preserved and placed before 
my firm for verification, that it is unnecessary. to emphasize’ this fact 
again. The salient feature in the balance-sheet, next to the lange total of - 
its figures, is ‘that the company holds British Government-gecurities 0! 
over £27,000,000. The company has thus more than complied with tlc 
wish expressed by the Chancellor-of the Exchequer to. life assurance 








period of high cost of hiving,.the directors do not think 
be justified if oor you to make further sacrifices. while 


eompanies to invest in the new issues 20 per cent. of the total asscls 


~ 




















ro. we OOS ee ee ee eee eee 


I} paces a, 




















ee. eo. 


pecial 
. Of 
mem- 
is re- 
g the 
liture 
u the 
wers) 
or the 
h the 
there 
us to 
se as, 


gards 
ng in 
gust, 
rf the 
ts of 
rvice, 
‘med, 
irous 
Litted 
rican 
aged, 
r loss 
rhaps 
3 loss 
rcing 
{ the 
nium 
scale 
‘ision 
d in 


vably 
nt of 
good 

Our 
it of 


‘gey 
y hic 
nlist- 
indi- 
vader 
shed. 
only 
if its 
phere 
 cir- 
the 


‘ving 
pay, 
is of 
their 
time 
470 
ct of 
‘ross 
seful 
n, 
ified 
the 


dgar 


sot d 
re 80 
safe- 
any, 
fore 
fact 
al of 
sg of 
the 
ance 
sets 










E March 16, 1918 


Sey, or 
-- “ae 
% 












THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. .[Voi. 62.] 395 





> (6 assist the nation in financing the war.. I may perhaps add, what is 


not apparent on the face of the accounts, that the company is contributing 


to the steadiness of the quotation for war stock by the practice of taking 


over at issue price—namely, 95 per cent.—the holdings of those sub- 
scribers who find it necessary to realize, provided they insure their lives 


"with your company, thus shielding them from possible loss in having 


patriotically taken up more stock than they are able to hold permanently. 


Tae CHAIRMAN AND DrrecrTors. 


After’ the election and re-election of directors and auditors, a vote of 


| thanks to the. chairman and directors was moved by Sir William H. 


Davison, K.B.E., and seconded by Mr. J. H. A. Marchand, and carried 
unanimously. 


3 ' Gir Philip Gregory acknowledged the vote on behalf of the board, who, 
© he said, highly appreciated the kind way in which it had been moved 
- and secon 


ded and received by the shareholders. It would probably have 


t _ been noticed that one member of the board was absent—Dr. Boswell—on 


» . about. 


account of illness, and he was sure they would allow him to send a 

age of sympathy to Dr. ‘Boswell and an expression of their hope for 
his recovery, which they were now beginning to feel thoroughly assured 
Dr. Boswell’s services were of the utmost value to them, not 
only on account of his great medical experience, but also because he was 
the personification of common-sense, and on all occasions they recognized 





E+ that in him they had a wise and useful colleague. 


met 


i 


a 


on 


4 


Tue Srarr. 


Sir William Lancaster, in moving a vote of thanks to the staff, said 
that from the chief office 1,126 had gone into His Majesty’s Forces ; more 
than half of them had become officers, and thirty-eight decorations had 
been gained. Unhappily ninety-two had been killed. Of the outdoor 


staff 7,129 had been serving; 357 had been killed in action, and twenty- | 


six had gained decorations. In the Voluntary Aid (Red Cross) Detach- 


) ments they had 100 officers and men, and among the ladies 130 officers 


and sisters, They were present at the head office all day and all night, 
and were Jiable to be called-up at any hour of the night. They had 
met 3,165 trains, involving the detraining of 264,692 British and 2,878 
Germans. In this connection he might make the sorrowful statement 
that the Board had suffered very materially indeed in this great war. 
They had lost seven sons, they had three sons in hospitals at’ present: 
and qne was a prisoner of war, while six sons and grandsons were still 
fighting. He prayed God they might come home safely. 

Mr. F. Schooling seconded the resolution, which was unanimously 
agreed to, and Mr. J. Burn replied for the staff. ' 

Mr. Deputy Millar Wilkinson proposed a cordial vote of thanks to the 
chairman, remarking that they were all thoroughly proud of him, and 
tegarded him as the “ right man in the right place.” 
» Mr. Cyprian Webb seconded the motion, and it was carried with 
acclamation. ; 








Legal News, 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 
CHarLes Henry Burton and James ALCocK, solicitors (J. F. Harrison, 


4 Burton, Alcock, & Anderson), 7, Harrington-street, in the city of Liver- 


pool. June 30. The said Charles Henry Burton will continue to practice 
under the style of J. F. Harrison & Burton, at 7, Harrington-street, in 
‘the said city, and the said James Alcock will continue to practice under 
the style of Ryley, Alcock, & Anderson, 43, Castle-street, in the said 
city. [Gazette, March 8. 








General. 


Mr. Bros, who was appointed a metrepolitan magistrate in: 1888, was 
congratulated by the officials at Clerkenwell Police Court on Monday on 
having sat for thirty years at that Court. In making acknowledgment 
Mr. Bros said that thirty years ago he was appointed to the joint Courts 
of Clerkenwell and North London, but practically he had sat at Clerken- 
well ever since. 2 

Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, M.P., at the annual meeting of the Garden 
Cities and Town Planning Association, on Wednesday,.said that if was 
to be hoped that im the building of thousands of houses that would be 
required after the war the principles of the association would be fol- 
lowed so that a new basis of home life could be provided. A great oppor- 
tunity for this existed in the development of London’s docks, where 
under wise direction it might be possible to spread the surplus popula- 
tion of East London over the open land of-Essex. They had created a 
new garden village at Avonmouth, where a scheme second only to Letch- 
worth had been proposed and of which the first houses were built, 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. eg Lord of the 
Treasury, replying to a question by Mr. Gilbert as to. British prisoners 
of war interned in Holland or sent back to this country under the recent 
exchange scheme, said :—Three hundred and thirty-three officer prisoners, 
1,466 non-commissioned officers, and 107 naval ratings have been trans- 
ferred to Holland, and 733 combatant prisoners of various ranks and 
sixty-four medical personnel have been repatriated ; eighty-two civilian 
prisoners of war have been transferred to Holland. up to the present 
time, and 378 have been repatriated. In addition to these figures 119 
civilians are expected to be repatriated in the course of a day or two. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer informed Mr. Herbert Samuel that he was not yet.in a posi- 
tion to make-any statement on the subject of legislation to establish a 
Ministry of Health. Sir W. Collins: Has any progress been made with 
the agreed scheme between the Government Departments concerned? 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer: Consultations have been taking place 
regularly and are still going on, and those conducting them are sanguine 
enough to hope there will be an agreement. Mr. Anderson: Is at not 
serious that this infantile mortality should be going on and cannot. the 
Government give hope that at an/early date a scheme of this kind will 
be brought forwatd?. The Chancellor of the Exchequer : Notice has been 
given of the introduction of a Bill especially dealing with that, but it 
does not affect in one way or the other the larger question of the Ministry 
of Health. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Hayes Fisher, replying 
to Mr. Ferens, said he much regretted that in giving 4 former reply the 
had not been informed that, owing to an erroneous interpretation of the 
instructions issued by the Registrar-General, instances had occurred in 
which death certificates had been withheld by registrars owing to failure 
to produce the deceased’s sugar card. He had been in communication 
with the Registrar-General, and a further instruction had now been 
issued by him to all registrars drawing special attention to the fact that 
they were under no circumstances to refuse to issue a death certificate 
for this reason, though they were enjoined, after registration, to ask for 
the surrender of the card, and if it was not forthcoming to report the 
fact to the Ministry of Food. He was grateful for this opportunity of 
making a public statement on the subject, and hoped the action taken 
would remove all cause of complaint in the future. 


A Reuter’s message from Berne, dated 11th March, says :—The Federal 
Chambers began the spring:session this afternoon. M. Calonder, the 
President, referring to the declaration of the United States, France and 
Great Britain in regard to Swiss neutrality, gave expression to. the 
surprise which had been caused thereby to the Federal Council. In its 
reply the Federal Council, he said, had formally contested the justifica- 
tion for the mod¥fications involved, making it clear that if Swiss neu- 
trality were violated it would be for Switzerland to defend it. This 
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view, he maintained, was the only view in conformity with the treaties. 
** We do not wish (M. Calonder concluded) to. be under a protectorate of 
the Powers guaranteeing our neutrality. We wish, in the case of inva- 
sion, to conclude of our own free will an alliance with them, and, failin 

them, to call to our help Powers which did not sign the Treaties of 181 

and 1815. The three owen in question did net make any answer to 
the reply of the Federal.Council, We have every reason to believe that 
by their declarations they had no intention of materially injuring our 
neutrality, and we maintain the most amicable relations with them.” 

An important statement with regard to legislation amending the 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage War Restriction Act was made on 
Tuesday by the President of the Local Government Board to a deputa- 
tion from the ‘‘ Comrades of the Great War,’’ who called attention to 
@ grievance said to be felt particularly by wives and families of service 
men. The complaint was that small houses, especially in neighbour- 
hoods round London, are being purchased by comparatively wealthy 
people, who, on Becoming owners of the property, are not "prevented 
by the Act from turning out the tenants in order to live in the houses 
themselves. Mr. Hayes Fisher, in his reply, said a measure dealing 
with the point submitted by the deputation had been drafted by -a 
Committee and was now before the War Cabinet for its final decision. 
When approved, the Bill would be introduced forthwith, and he hoped 
rapidly passed into law, so as to put a stop to this form of evasion of 
the Act. : 

The executive council of the Association of Chambers of Commerce in 
the United Kingdom have, says the Z'imes, noted the composition of 
certain committees recently appointed by the Minister of Reconstruction, 
and have resolved unanimously that in their. opinion the committees are 
composed, for the greater part, of persons who have not the necessary 
experience, knowledge, or qualifications for dealing with the subjects 
referred to them. The resolution also states that the council decline 
to recognize the value of the findings of these committees and record 
their want of confidence in the Minister of Reconstruction. The com- 
mittees criticized are :—(1) The Committee to consider and report what 
action, if any, may be necessary to safeguard the public interest in view 
of the probable extension and development of trade organisations and 
combinations ; (2) the Committee to inquire and report as to any measures 
that can be adopted with a view to securing that manufacturers should 
be financially in a position to hold stocks after the war, and that reason- 
able safeguards are established to prevent serious financial losses as a 
result of possible depression following upon a period of great inflation in 
respect of stocks of materials required for industry ; and (3) the informal 
Standing Committee to consider the best means of summoning joint con 
ferences and grouping trades for that purpose. 

In his second lecture on aerial law, at University College, on Monday, 
says the Times, Dr. H. D. Hazeltine, Reader in English Law in the 
University of Cambridge, said that the combatant forces of the enemy 
and such properties as fortifications, guns, hutments, aerodromes, air- 
craft, war vessels, and tanks were legitimate objects of aircraft attack. 
but the aeria] bombardment of undefended localities was forbidden. The 
hombardment of defended localities was permitted; but within every 
defended locality certain kinds of property and persons were protected 
from intentional attack by the Hague Conventions, the Geneva Conven- 
tion, and the customary rules of international law and morality. Among 
them were buildings devoted to religion, art, science, and charity. 
historic monuments, hospitals and places where the sick and wounded 
were Collected, provided they were not used at the same time for military 
purposes. ‘Similarly private hhouses and the civilian or non-combatant 
population were, on the practices of the most civilized States, the oninion 
of Jeading jurists, and the dictates of humanity. immune from deliberate 
attack by hostile aircraft. The British and Allied policy of reprisals 
was legitimate according to established principles and was the only 
method by which Germany may be forced to obey the law by refrainint 
from aircraft bombardments of undefended places and bv taking care to 
spare the protected properties and persons in defended places. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
i NEVILLE. VE. 
Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Bloxam 
Church Leach Borrer 
Farmer Charch Goldschmidt 
Jolly Farmer Leach 
Synge Jolly Church 
Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. YOUNGER. PRTERSON, 
Mr. Synge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer 
Bloxam Synge Jelly 
Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Leach Goldschmidt 
Leach 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT 
0. 


Date. Bora. 
Monday March 18 Mr. Church 
Tuesday .... 19 Farmer 
Wednesday . Jolly 
Thursday .... 2 Synge 

Bloxam 
Borrer 
Mr. Justice 

SARGANT. 

18 Mr. Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 


March 21.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold and Leasehold 
Properties (see advertisement, back page, this week). 
April 23.—Messrs. HAMPTON & SONS, at the Mart: Freeholds etc. (see advertisement, 


back page, this week.) 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. . 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Feb. 22. 


ConISTON WATER STEAMSHIP Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, 
to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Willie 
Smith,1, Pierhead chmbrs, Cardiff, liquidator. 

EMPRESS PICTURE HOUSR (ARNOLD), LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). — Creditors ‘ 
are required, on or before April 1, to senu in their names and addresses, and par. ‘ 
t culars of their debts or claims, t ) James Butterworth, 68, Front st, Arnold, Notts, ay 
liquidator. - F 

KIRKLESS ARTIFICIAL SILK, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
rc quired, on or before Aprii 6,to send their names and resses, and the “aa 

“las = their debts or claims, to Joseph Wilfrid Shepherd, 78, King at, Manchester, . 
liquidator. SS 

OFrFIGERS’ CLUB (FLEET) Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before April 8, to send < 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred © 
Pearson, Fleet, liquidator. ‘ 

PLYMOUTH DaiRy Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 22,to send their { 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick West, 
Plymouth chmbrs, Oid Town st, Plymouth, liquidator. fr 

TERS BENZOL SYNDICATE, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 2, tosen@ ~ 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their d:bts or claims, to Mr. George _ | 
Bennett Nancarrow, Royal Exchange, Middiesbrough, liquidator. oe 

WALLWoRK & SussuM, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Mar-15,to send ig 
their names and addresses, aud particulars of their debts oc claims, to Arthur Kirkham, 4 
12, Acresfieid, bolton, liquidator. 

WELFARE SHIPPING Co., LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are requi 
on or before Mar. 28, to send their names and addresses, and the part culars 
their debts or claims, to Charles John Welch and John Wiiford Bolton, 24, John st, * 
Sunderland, liqu.dator. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


SKEGNESS GAS CO.—Credi ors are required, on or before April 3, to_ send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. W. Woodroffe, 


Roman Bank, Skegness, liquidator. / 


JOINT STOCK* COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 26. 


ALLEN HorpERs, Ltp. — Creditors are required, on or before Mar 31, to send their 
names and addresees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John G 
Taylor, liquidator. 

ANNIB SHELVEY, Ltp.—Credi ors are required, on or before April 9, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. John Abernethy, 20, 
Bucklersbary, liquidator. : 

BEAOON MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. —Creditors are required, on or before Mar 29, to send x. 
their namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, te Frank 9 — 
S:ott Oliver, 32, Grainger st West, Newcastle upon Tyne, liquidator. > 

BRITISH MURAC SiNDICATE, LTD,- Creditors are required, ou or before Maroh 14, to ~ 
send their names aud addresses, and the parti-urars of their tebte or claims,to 
Stephen Pegden Child, 36 37, Queen st, liquidator. 

CELTIC CHE®F Sup Co, Lrp, (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Criditors are reduired, on ~~ 
or before March 81, to send in their names and addresses, aud the particulars of their > 
debts or claims to Kobert Haghes-Jones, 18, Water st, Liverpool, liquidator. - 

CHILIAN TAADING Co. LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LiQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on oF 
befere March 7, toseud in t»eir names and addresses, and the particulars of thelr 
debts or claims, to Herbert C. Ogilvy, Salisbury House, Finsbury cir, liquidator. ’ 

Mira STEAMSHIP Co., Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION’.—Creditors are required, ow ~~ 
or before Mar. 7, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Herbe:t C. Ogilvy, Salisbury House, Finsbury cir, liquidator. ‘ 

NOTTINGHAM TURKISH BATHS .o. Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQ7IDATION .—Creditors are 
required, on before April 30, to send in their names aud addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Harold Roundel! Hilton, 1,8t Peter's Uhurch walk; Notting: 
ham, liquidator. 

“WELCOME MINING APPLIANCES, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Mar. 30, to send in their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, té Samuel Peck, 86, New Broad st, liquidator, 

WELCOME FILE SYNDICATE LTD. (Iy VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required 
on or before Mar. 30, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Samuel Peck, 36, New Broad st, liquidator. 


, JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Faipay , Mar. 1. 

CoLLreR & Hopg, Ltp. (In VoLtUNTaRY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 8, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Aylieff, Daimler House, Paradise st, Birmingham, liquidator. 

MOLINNIS DREDGING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before April 4, to send in 
their names and addresse-, with particulars of their debts or claims, to the Hon. 
Al xander Henry Baring, 49, St. James’s st, liquidator, ’ 

T. P,’s JOURNAL PUBLISHING Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before March 16 
to send their names and address»s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Harold Edgar Saffery, 14, Old Jewry chmbers, liquidator. — 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, March 5. 

BOSANO MANUFACTURING Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before March 18, to 

send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims to James 

V. Abbott, 15-19, Gt Titchfield st, liquidator 
Gaunt Broruers & ORR, Ltp.—Creditora are required, on or before Mar 31.tosend ~ 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to G, H. C. = 9 

Di vies-Higgins, 89, Albio. st, Leeds, liquidator 4 
Gro. A. MITCHELL & Co, L1D.—Creditors sre required, on or before Mar 23, to send in 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. Boulton, 

12, Hanover eq, Hull, liquidator 
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Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Feb. 22. 


Officers Club (Fleet), Ltd. Wm. Woodhead & Co, Ltd. 

London & District Land & Buildimg Co, Ltd. Celtic Chief Ship Co, Ltd. 

Spartan Steamship Co, Lt Direct Marb e Supply Co, Ltd. 

Tees Benzol Syadicate, Ltd. J. R. Greenwood & Co, Ltd. 

City Laundry (Coventry), Ltd. Empress Picture House (Arnold), Ltd. 
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